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As; the Domearions of Socinianiſm are making rapid progreſs ir: 
the preſent time, ſome well-dilpoſed perſons, who had read Dr. Jacoms's 
Diſcourſes upon the, Right, chapter of the RoMaxs, ſignifying to the 
Publyhher their. carneſt defre-to have a new Sdiibea ct them printed ; 
that their uſe may be more general, this Diſcourſe upon CHRIST"s 
ETERNAL NONNIrNs ts wnen; as a ſpecimen of the .abilities of 
the Author... yu 

The tollowing acco —"_ given of him, in, Dr, GaLawy' s Hiſtory of 


the Minifters who were Glenced and ejected from their Charges, by the | 


Act of Uniformity, 4660, | 

«; He was bort/at + SLIDES ricar. Melton Mowbray, IN Leiceſterſhire, 
« Arn. 1622. ' After he had been trained up in Grammar learning | at 
_ * the country ichools, he was fent to Magdalen-Hall in Oxon, of wiich 
& Dr, Wikinſoh, the elder, was: then Principal, When he had taken 
& the Degree of Batchelour of Arts, he removed to Cambridge, and 
&< was of Eounaine! College. He was for ſome time Fellow of Trinity, 
&%.and much eſtcemed in that flouriſhing Society. He came-to Laden 
&«'in 1647. and being received nto the family of that excellent, pious, 
« and devout Lady, the Countets Dowager of Exeter. as her Chaplain, 
& he had the opportunity of preaching in the city ; and was ſobn fix'd 
4 11 Ludgate” pariſh, where his miniftry. was both acceptable and 
«& uſcful. ' His Sermons were clear, folid and affeQionate ; and they 
« rvere alſo printed in a fair and Jively character in his conv erſation. 
* He was of a ſtaid mind, and temperate paihons, and moderate in 


« counſels. In the managing affairs of concernment, the was not vehe- | 


«© ment and confilent, not impoſing and over bearing, dut receptive of 
_ & advice/and yielding to 'realon. He' was full of compathon, charity 


« and bencficence, He was a Nonconformiſt upon moderate principles, 


& munch rather defiring to have* been comnprehended in the National 
. < Church, than to have ſeparated from it. He met with trouble after 
« his cjofiiok, but the Divine Providence ſecur'd him of a fereen, by 
& qi! poſing of him into the family of that Right Honourable and emi- 
,- «© nently pions Lady, the Counteſs Dowger of Excter, daughter to the 
6 Bag} of Bridgewater. 

& In kis laſt ſickneſs, his pains were vary ſevere, proceeding from 2 
« cancerous humour, that ſpread itſ:If in his- joints, and prey'd upon 
« the tenderck menibranes, the moſt ſenfible parts : But ſo figne} was 
+ his patience, that he never ſpake the leaſt repining word; gloriiying 


« GOD in his death as well as in his life, by Iis reſign d {ulmiſtion 


« to GOD, 2nd admirable paticnce even to the lift. He died at the 
* Counteſs of: Exctzr's, March 27, 1687 7- ; leaving behind him 1 
6 incomparab]- Library of the moſt valuable Books, in all parts of 
”, learning; wiuch wes ak terwards fold by auction for thirteen hundred 
þ5 POLOS, 


Aa. ma et OY 


PA © fy, fj ry AO - es _ cal oh. nf 


-_ 


2 
x ze, 


ke. > 

E 3 1 
i pounds. —He- hath left*behind him a Commentary, or Sermons on the 
« *aur firſt verſes of the. 8th chapter of the Epiſtle to. the Romans, 4to. 
w A Treatiſe of Holy Dedication, both perſonal and domeſtick, written 
« aftcr the fire of London, and recommenged to the Citizens after their 
{4 return to their rebvilt habitations. — A Funeral Sermon fog Mr. Vines, 
« with an account of his life and death.—'The Lite of Mr, Wilkam 
© Whitaker, —A Funeral Sermon for Mr. Matth, Martin. —A, Sermou 
© 4: Paul's; OR. 26. 1656, And another before the Lorqg Mayor, &Q. 
« at the Spittle, 1657. And Two Sermons in the Volumes of. the 
& MopxING EXERCISE» One in that at St, Giles!s, on the Covevant of 


6 Redemptione Another im the Supplement to the Morning EXEICUE 


6« at C ripplegate, On Chriſtian Contentednels m every State.” 
This Glaracter 1s very favourable: But upon a Per ual of the follow 
mg Di court the Reader will find, it is not too favourable. His works 
vraile him in theſe, he bas diſplayed a lohg judgement, great ACQUaint- 
MS W ith the Scriptures, and the Writings of the Jearned; of which, it 
appears, he had a great ſtock. 


Now, indeed, his Writings are ſcarce, and his Name almoſt forgot. — 


The Publiſher night, if there had been much neceflity tor 1t, have got 
Teſtimonies, in approbation of the following Ducourte, from ſeveral 
Miniſters : But-fuch of theſe, as he had: occaſion to conliult, alledged 
their names could add no weight to the Writings bf fuch an eminent 
Divine, Meanwhile, they thought the publication of his Diſcrutſe ont 
the S5::/hip of Chriſt, might be of no ſmal! ſervice to the Faith of Chriſti- 
ans, againſt the-preſent alarming progreſs of Socinianiſm, and every 
new-fngled notion * about that Great Myſtery of Godlineis. And the 
more hear ty were they in adviſing the publication of it, as. there are 
i.w Treatifes on the Point, in the Engliſh Language, where the whole 
doctrine of the SCTIPLures, and the blaſphemy of Socinians, about CazisT's 
Sonſhip, are drawn into ſo narrow a compals, and at the ſame time illuſt- 
rateG with ſuch plainneſs, as to be eaſily underſtood by ordinary FEaGers. 


If this racet with approbation, the Publiſher inteuds to publiſh 2 new ' 


Edition of the whole of his Diſcourſes upon the tour f::t verſes of that 
wy Chapter of the Romans, whexein (zecording to the Title Page, as 
rinted at L ondon, 1072.) The Saints Exemption from Congermation; 
Fe Myſtical Umon; The Spiritual Life; The Dominion of 53n, and 
tac Sp t's Agency. 1 Freeing from it: 'The Law's inability to Juſtify 
21 ay Eave; Chiiſt's Mitſion, Fzernal Sonthip, Incarnation ;- His being an 
Eiprtory Sacrihce, ergo. the Law-kighteoulnels; (which | 1s 2nputed 
to Bulicvers) are opencd, confirmed, vindicated _ applied. 
an i* 07: 1nal copy, there are many phraſes, in the learned languages, 
h ich, 4 they bad been printed 18 the proper characters, would have 
"o12C7 an aJantional expence.: . The Icarnsed know where to find 
| theſe; 


ow medtrous: was the opinion lately vented about 11's, by Dr. D=o—k 
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Aheſe;" and the andiilled'i in 'theſ tongues, would have rhdped no profit” 
from their being printed ; ; only the moſt important. of them are. rende > 3 : 
into Engliſh; as alfo a few' of the” Author's Marginal Notes, being, the 
Sentirents of ſome moſt eminent IS.vines. | "IP -widch are added, 
other occaſional Notes, - 

'"T have'only'to add, that I have bein given a few of the Sentiments 
wy Dr. Joan Howizor, becauſe they tend to illuſtrate and eſtabliſh theſe 
valuable truths, which Dr. Jaco i is diſcourſing about; and becauſe I am | 
about to iſſue Propoſals for the reprinting by ſubſcription, the WW hole . 
Works of that much and juſtly eſteemed Diyine; containinghis Diſcourſes - 
upon. the Knowledge of  Cartsy Crueifted,. and Crnrsr Glorificd ; 
and his Diſcotirſes about the Divine Perſotiality, and Works af” 
the Holy" Spirit. The former have becn pritited in this country”; 
the laſt have never heen ſo, and can fearcely be got any where. Thofz 

. who have rea the former, prize. them greatly ; Ss thoſe-who have not 
bs reaJthem, will find, in the following Notes, a faint | ſpeotmen of the 

foi! judgement of the- Author : and when they ſec the whole, they wil - 
find' a yein of ſavoury pradtcal Religion, accompanying a deep infiyht 
-: - Wdo-the Myſteries* of the Goſpel ; all. dehvered in a perſpicuons and 
RG aca fiylet and they will figd theſe carried throvgh tho TOI n part 
5%, eg ipferior to another, 
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*/% + Dr. Txcoxs, in his Preface: to "A EEE faith: & Of at he 
Qants oyerſies with which the Church 1 is peſtered, I have, as the texts did 
Jead me, oft concerned myſelf | in thoſe wherein ws have to do with 
Papiutts and Socinians ; but pringipalty. with' the latter. 'Theſe are the 
Wenue B! eat impugners of the Chriſtian "Faith; in their denying Chrift's God-- 

HP ead, "Peernat Yonſhip, Pre-exiſtence before his Nativity of the Virgin, _ 
wherein they are worſe than the old Arians) SatisfaQion, his being 2 
-__, - Proper Savrifice for Sin, and the Main ends of his Death, &c Againft_ - 
A whom therefore 1 have. endeavoured to aſſert "and maintaig theſe Meh 
5 and glorious truths. What thoughts others may have of Socinianifin, £ 
I know not; I know my own. And, might 1 preſume ſo far, as to give _ 
wlvice to my Reverend Brethren in the Miniftry,1 wonld bumbly adviſc 
then to fer tliemiclves to their utmoſt againſt jt. For it doth nut only | 
' trike-at. the whole plat-iorm of the Gofpel; ut of all other opinions, it 
Lets neareſt the very vitals thereof, his: curſed worm grows n the 
4 Golpe!'s heſt fruit: 'rrs for the potſonin of*thoſe Fountains from which 
 oÞ the {trams of life do moſt immediately flow; whilft many other errors, 
| endanger but the remoter parts, this endangers the , yery heart of 
Chriſtianity. Cn we ſay of do too much. to ſecure ſon}s from it, and 
to defend the Gotpel " it ? God peeeeny” the growth of it in al 
A the {nes « +8 
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DYC Ranane vile 3. 
-  —CGod ſending his own Son 


UR :Apoftle here,. eagle-like, ſoars aloft. and. 
riſes up in his diſcourſe, to the. moſt ſablime 
* Truths of the Goſpel. . Theſe twe veries * fet 1 
_ things before us, ſo high as may ill heaven and 
earth with ;aſtoniſhment. . Here: is, the [/whole: Goſpel 
ſummed up in a few words; here is, in one view, man . 
undone, and. man recovered; thedepths of the creature's  #X 
miſery and the heights of God's mercy, in a ſhort abridge- - 
ment, For here is God's ſending his Son, which furely 
was the greateſt 'thing, that ever he did: Here 1s this. 


" -+* 


Sum ſent in:our fleſh, the firſt and. the great» myſtery of —7 
the Goſpel ; here:.ig fm condemned and the inner ac. 4 
quitted;'the IaWrepreſented as impoſſible for us to keep, - 4 
yet fulfilled fans in a' moſt ſirangegnd wonderful man- + 1 
n9r—a way whit none cauld haye found but God alone... 3 
And what his own JLaw, cannot do, his own gon CAN = 

Here. is the very mirror of the, wiſdom, love and gr Ace 
©: the bleſſed God, . © - 2 t Sod oa 


ip » 
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* The Author means Verſes.3d and 4th, which, in. illiſkating, he joins - 
gether, The | Diſcourſe now publiſhed 48 only the illuſtzation of one of the "2 
UoErinal Obſervmions- fron! - theſe. verſes ; 'and tho* a diſtin}? and compleat 4 
_ Sermon by irfelf; >yet it js thonght prope £9-give a ſhort abltra@ of his geueral \ 
niroduttion to thele verſes ;- and of his exptication of this clauſe, © God ſend- _ | 


0g," &c. and of his {cheme ofiparticutars 'ypon the word SEXDIRG: | Hereby a4 
_ hrereager will haye fome view of the whole. | 2.1.x. "Oy 
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.- © God. fending his own. Son in, the likeneſs of 
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[a this whole clauſe you have,-1. The a, or the thing 
done; namely, the ſending of Chriſt. _ 2. The *Perion 
ſending, viz. God the Father: ** God ſent,” &c. It i; 
a known rule, when the name or'title of God is ſet in 
contradiſtin&tion to the Son, it is then taken, not eſſcnt;. 


ally, but perſonally; for the firſt perſon, God the Father, 
3- You have the Perſon ſent, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt: 2nd 


he is ſet forth, (1.) By hisnear relation to God, © His Son." 
In order to the ſinner's redemptian, God did not employ 


an ordinary perſon, a mere ſervant, a creature that ſtood 


at a great diſtance from him; bur fo great was his love, 
he employed a Son. (2.) He 1s ſet forth by the ſpecialiry 
and peculiarity. of this relation, * His own Son.* In the 
Greek it is, the © Son of himſelf:” and in ver. 32. it is 


_«- His proper Son,” or, his own Son. There is that 


in this expreihon, which very much heightens Chriſt's 
Sonſhip. - Were is further, 4. The Explication of this 
Sending; with reipe& unto the way . and manner of it : 
How. did God fend his Son ? Why, In the / likeneſs of 
. "There are three great doctrinal truths here to be 
handled : 0 be RS 


- L. That Chriſt was ſent, and ſent by God the Father. 


TJE. That Chriſt, thus ſent, was God's own Son. 
WI. That Chriſt, God's own Son, was ſent in the 
likeneſs of finful fleſh, - | £7 

This ſending of Chriſt by the: Father, x. Strongly 


implies his pre-cxiſtence before his incarnation : for 1t _ 
| he had not had a Being before, how could the Father 


ſend him? That which is not, cannot be ſent. 2. It 


fpeaks his perſonality. He did not only exiſt before he 


took fleſh, but he exiſted as a Perſon : if Chriſt be teat 
by the Father, and upon that, doth affume fleſh, then 
certainly He was a perſon ; for none but a perſon coule 


| do this. 3. It notes the diſtinQtion that is betwixt the 
| Father and Chriſt; which appears not only as, One is the 


Father, and the Other is the Son; but alſo, as the One 
| + Ie GRE ſends; 


f-nds, and the Other is ſent. "The Father and the Sor 7 
| are one in nature and effence, with reſpe& to which he 
faith, © I and my Father are one:” yet they are diſtin& 
' perſons. The ſame perſon, conſidered in the' ſame re- 


lpects, cannot both ſend and be ſent too : therefore the 
Father and the Son are diftin& perſons. Frue, in ſome 
ſome ſenſe Ghriſt might be'ſaid to ſend himſelf: thatis, 
conſider him eſſentially, ſo he did what the Father did; 
ſo he fent himſelf. But if you conſider him perſonally, 


ſo he did not ſend, but was ſent: upon which He and his 


Father are diſtin& *. 


The queſtion is, What was the Father's ſendingy 


of Chriit ? 8D ; 4 
To this I anſwer, 1. Negatively. 2. Afhrmatively. 


Nr: CATIVELY, ,T. This ſending of Chriſt was not his _ 


incfable and eternal generation, or Sonſhip grounded 
upon that. He was ſent who was the Son of God; but 
| Rb be 


4 Dr. Owen, in his Exercitations upon the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, ſpeaking 
of ine federal tranſactions, between the Father and the Son, about our Redemp- 
tion, Obſerves, Vol. Il. p. 55. The wiLL of the Father and the Son concurred 


in this matter, which was neceſſary, that the Covenant might be voluntary. 


The original of the whole is referred to the w1L.. of the Father—Hence Chritt 


61 all occafions ſolemnly declares, 'That he came to do the witr. of the 


Futher, &. The will of the Son alſo, was diſtinaly herein. In his diving 
Nature and w1ir.c, he undertook voluntarily, for the work of his Perſon, when 


the human nature ſhould be united therein. For what is ſpoken of the ſecond 


Verion, is ſpoken with reſpe& to his purpoſe to aſſume our nature —This the 
>cripture fully declares—to manifeſt, that thole* very ads wizch he had in 
command from his Father, were no leſs the acts of his own wiLL : Wherefore 
4 it is ſaid, that the Father loved us and gave his Son to die for us: So allo ir 
'5 tatd, the Son loved ug and gave himſelf for'us. Theſe things proceeded from, 
ali were founded in the WILL of the Son. And, this has voluntary ſuiception 
of the diſcharge, of what he was to perform, according to the nature and terms 
2! this Covenant, was the ground of the authortative miſſio!,,' ſealing, and 
commanding of the Father towards him. | F 

it 15 true, (ſaith the ſame author, as cited by Dr. HunrroN, Vol. I. p. r2r.} 
the WILL of God the Father, Son, . and Holy Ghoſt, is but-one : it is a natural 
Property, and where there is but one Nature, there 1s but one W1ll » * but m 
relpet of their dittin& perſonal aRings, this Will is appropriated to them 
reipecuvely ; fo that the Will of the Father, and the Will of the Son, may be 


-o0:1dered, in this bufineſs, which tho! effentially one and the fame, yet in their 


" nt perſonality, it is diſtin&tly conſidered, as the Will of the Father, andthe 
V 11 of ihe Son. Notwithſtanding the waity of Efſence that there is betweeg 
ine Father. and the Son, yet is'the work diſtintly carrica on by them; fo that 


te ſame God Judyes, ard becomes furety ; {atisfieth, aud is fatiztied, intheſs. 


vhn% Perlons. 


$7? 


t o 1. 
J'® Sia not the Son of God, as he was ſenit; nor (aid 
to be ſent as he was the Son of God. His Sonſhip »-a 


the reſult of his generation, not of his miſſion : thefe tws 


are very different things: He was 4 Son long before he 


was ſent; and he was rot a Son Rs he was ſent, 

but ſent becauſe he was a Son. | 

2: Chriſt's ſending was not any local motior froth the 
place where he was; to ſome plact where he was not; 
he Father ſent him to this lower world; yet here hs | 

was before: The Father ſent him from heaven; yet lis 


remained ir heav en {til, with relpe& to his Godhead. — 


The Author pabcted td opert it affirmatively, in "MuNtatirig, That-this 
Sending conſilts, In God's chuſing Him ; in God's fitting Him ; in God's auitho- 


. rizing Him ; im bis authoritative wilting Him to take man's natufe ; and in his 


inriſting Him with preat defigns.——He next ſhews, that all this is argument 
again{t Chriſt's equality with the Father.—-Shows his fitneſs ſor being fenr ; 


- His fittlefs &ﬆ grounded upot hjs iwo Nathres 4 updn his glorious Attributes ; 


upon his Sonſhip, &c. &c. Theſe things are illuſtrated at full length : but the 


_ foregoing wmpetfet draught, may give the reader fome view of the general 


ſheme. Now follow: the Ilaltrarion of the Second Dodrine; which 19 


printed fully. F +) 


I proceed is the Third Getteral obſerved in the words, 


the deſcription of the Perſon ſent :' he is deſcribed by his 


, near and {pecial relation to God; as being © God's own 


Son.” From whence the Second Obſervation will be 


this, That the Lord Jeſus; the Perſon ſent by God, 
(as you have hear hy, was his Son, yea his own Son ! 
x John iv. x4. © We haye ſeen and. do teſtify, that the 
Father ſent the Son to be the Saviour of the world.” 
Here Two things are to be {pokeh to 4 Chriſt was 
God's Son: 2: He was God's own Son: * NL 
_ 1: Firſt, Chriſt was God's Son: He was ttuly the Soi 
of man; but not only the Son of man, for he was alſo 
the Son of God ; and he was asg'truly the latter as the 


_ former. In refordhes to his buman nature, he is fiiled 


n "48 


«« 'The Seed of. the Woman, the Seed of Abraham, the 


_ Son of David, the Branch of the root of Jeſle, the 5on of 


man.” In reference. to his divine nature, he is ſtiled 


« The Son-of God.” This relative appellation or title, | 


3 10 frequently -pplied to Chriſt, that if 1 Rouge eu: 


| E813 
the ſeveral texts where it occurs, I muſt tranſcribe a 
great part of the New Teſtament. 

Yet it will not be amiſs to take notice of the ſeveral 
atte{tations there upon record to this great truth. As 
that of John Baptiſt, John i. 34, © I ſaw, and bare re- 
cord, that this is the Son of God.” 'That of Nathanael, 
| John i. 49. © Rabbi, thou art the Son of God.” "That 

of Peter, Matth. xvi» 16. © Thou art Chriſt, the Son of 
the living God.” "That of the Centurion, Mat. xxvii. 54. 
& Truly this was the Son of God.” "That of the 
Eunuch, Att viii. 37. * I believe that Jeſus Chriſt is 
the Son of God.” That of Martha, John xi. 27. © Yea, 
Lord, I believe that thou art the Chriſt, the Son of God, 
which thould come into the world.” "The devils them- 
ſeives witneſſed to it, Matth. viii. 29. © They cricd out, 
fayving, What have we to do with thee, Jelus thou Son 
of God? Mark ii. 11. Unclean ſpirits when they ſaw 
him, fe!l down before him and cried, ſaying, Thou art 
the Son of God.” Chriſt himſelf (even when he was 
ſpeaking to God the Father) often aſſerted and pleaded 
his Sonſhip : And the Father himſelf, ina moſt ſolemn 
and open manner, atteſted it; Firit, at Chriſt's baptifm, 
_ Mat. tit. x7. & Lo! a voice from heaven ſaving, 'This 1s 
my beloved Son in whom I am well pleaſed.” And then 
at his transhiguration, Matth. xvii. 5. © Behold! a voice 
out of the cloud, which ſaid, This is my beloved Son.” 
The apoſtle, x John v. 7, 8. ſpeaks of the Witneſs of 
heaven and of earth : © "There are three that bear record 
in heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
and theſe three are one. And there are three that bear 
witnels in earth, the Spirit and the Water, and the Blood, 
and theſe three agree in one.” Now what is the thing 
which they bear witneſs to? *Tis Chriſt's Sonſhip; for 
that 18 inſtanced in, as to the firſt and fupreme Witneſs 

(Verſe g.), © If we receive the witneſs of men, the wit- 
nets of God is greater: For this is the witneſs of God, 

wiuch he hath teſtified of his Son,” You fe how fully 

this truth is atteſted, and how abundantly God was 
picaied to clear it up in the firſt promulgation of the 
B goſpel, 


— 
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- Loſpel, (it being the great thing necellary to be known 
_ and believed). Indeed the Jews (as to the body of them) 

had a vail before their eyes, ſo that they could not dif. 
'cern this near relation of Chriſt to God ; they jaw the 
Son of man, but they did not ſee the Sor ot God: they 
went no higher than, © Is not this the carpenter's ſon? 
:Is not his mother called Mary ? and his brethren James 

and Joſes, and Simon and Judas: ? and his ſiſters, ares the 
not all with us? Mat. xiii. 55, 56. Is not this Jeſus the 
ſon of Joſeph, whoſe father and mother we know? How 4 
15 it then, that he ſaith, I came down from heaven 2% 
John vi. 42. Nay, when Chriſt plainly and boldly told 
them that he was the Son of God, they could not bear 
it : John x. 33. ** For a good work we ſtone thee not, 
but for blaſphemy, and becauſe that thou, being a man, 
makeſlt thyiclt God.” (You may know what they meant 
by this, 'by Chriſt's reply, Verſ. 36. * Say ye of him 
whom the Father hath ſan&iified, and ſent into the world, 
Thou blaſphemeſt, becauſe I ſaid, 1 am the Son of God ?”) 
Nay, they were fo offended at it, that for this very thing 
they wt away his life : John xix. 7. © "The Jews an- 

_ Twered him, we have a law, and by our law he ought to 

die, becaute he made himſelf the Son of God.” You have 

2 full account of it, Mark xiv. 61, to 65. 6c Again, the 
bigh prieft aſked him, and faid unto him, Art thou the. 
Chriſt, the Son of the Blefſed? And Jeſus ſaid, I am, &c. 
Then the high prieit rent his cloaths, and fad, What 
need we any further witneſſes? Ye have heard the blal- 
'\ phemy, what think ye? And they all condemned him to 
be guilty of death.” Thus the eyes of that people were 
then (and O-that they were not ſo ſtill!) 10 blinded, that 
they could not Pcrceive Chriſt to be the Son of God; but. 
the Lord hath given ſufficient. evidence thereof to all 
who do not wilfully ſhut their eyes upon the light. ?'Tis 
a truth out of all queſtion 10 us who are called Chriſtians; 
(yet about the Nature and Manner of Chriſt's Sonſhip 
there are ſome vnhappy controverſies rais'd amonglt us.) 
2. Secondly, Chriſt was God's own Son: So *tis here | 
emphatically, © Cod {ending his own Son.” TI have. told 
3 you 


tan. ] 
you in the original *tis ** The 5on of himſelf,” or his 
« Proper Son; (as "tis Verſ, 32.) God 1s Chriſt's proper 
Father, John v. 18. and Chriſt here is God's proper Son. 
He is not. barely a Son, but a Son in a. ſpecial and pecu- 
liar manner, * God's own-Son.!”” "This being a truth of 
very. high import, « moſt fundamental point, T wil 
endeavour. firſt to explain and prove: it, and then to. 
vindicate and. make: good its true and genuine notion 
againſt oppoſers. * PTE OZ IL EGS 
\.. Our Lord Jeſus Chrift is © God's. own Son,” whether . 
"you conſider him' comparatively and relatiyely. (I mean, . 
in reference to other ſons); or abſolutely as he is if 
himſelf, abſtra&ly confidered from all other fons. - _ 
1: Confider: him comparatively : And ſo he is thus. 
ſtiled; to difference or diſtinguiſh him fronx all other fons: 
For God hath-»three ſorts of Sons = (1.}'Some are ſo by 
creation (or in reſpe& of: their immediate creation. by 
God), ſo the angels are the fons'of God;'of whom divines 
commonly interpret thoſe | paſſages in 'Job,* chap. i. 6: - 
« There was a Yay when the ſons of Ged came LR 
_ ſent themſelves before the Lord. Chap. xxxviii.7. When 
the morning ſtars ſang together, and all the: ſons of God 
ſhouted for joy.” So Adam, uponthis account, he being 
immediately made by God, is called the ſon of God, . 
Lake iii. 38. (2:). Some are the ſons of God by grace, 
viz. the grace of regeneration and adoption : thus belie- - 
vers are the {ons of God;-as they are fpiritually begotten 
. of him, and adopted by him. John i. 12, £3. As many 
as received him, to them-gave' he power to become the _ 
ſons of God, &c. which were born not of blood, nor of 
the will of the fleth, nor-of the: will of man, but of God: 
James 1.18. Of his own will begat he us with the word 
of truth,” &c. Gal. iv.'3. To redeem them that were 
under the law, that we , might” receive the adoption of 
_ lons. Eph. i.:5. Having predeſtinated us unto the adop- ; 
ton of children by Jeſus Chriſt to limſel, according to 
the good pleafure of his will. Rom. viii. 14. As many 
as are led by the Spirit of God, they are the ſons of 
God. - Gal. uti. 26. Ye. are all the children of God, + 
= Spy hve. 7 >= |) FORT: x p-- 
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by faith in Chriſt Jeſus. nx John v. 1. Whoſoever 


. | believeth that Jeſus is the Chriſt, is born of God : 


and every one. that loveth him that begat, loveth hin, 
alio that 1s begotren of him.” "Then, (3.) In contra. 


_ diſtinQiion to theſe, there is God's own Son, or his Son - 


by Nature; one that is a Son of another rank-and order 
than the former: in this reſpe& God hath but oxz Son, 


namely Chriſt. Prue belieyers are his ſons, (which 


ſpeaks the exuberancy of divine love towards them ; 


«©. Behold what manner of love the Father hath beſtowed . 


upon / us, that we thould be called the ſons of God!” 
x:John iii. 1.) therefore Chriſt owns them for his brethren, 
Heb. it. 11. + Both he that ſanCtifieth, and they who are 


{ſanQtified, are all of one, for which cauſe he is not aſham-_ 


ed to call them brethren :?* and (verſ. 17.) © In all things 
&t behoved him to. be made like unto his brethren.” But 
yet they are not ſons as Chriſt is, his Sonſhip and theirs 
_ are of a very different nature, differing no leſs than ſpe- 
cifically. - Upon which account he ſometimes appropri- 
ates the paternal relation in God unto himſelf, Luke x.22. 
* All things are delivered to me of [my Father, &c.}] 
John xiv.2. In | my Father's] houſe are many manſions.” 
And elſewhere he diſtinguithes *twixt God as being his 
Father and as being the Father of believers, John xx. 17. 
«© Goto my brethren, and ſay unto them, 1 aſcend to my 
Father and your Father, to my God and your Cod.” 


| Where he plainly makes a difference ; for he' doth not 


ſay, I aſcend to ovx Father, as though he and they had 
one and the ſame common intereſt in this near relation 
to God, (as he teaches us to ſay, « Our Father,” becauſe 
we all ſtand upon the ſame foot and bottom of ſonthip)z 
þut he ſaith, © I aſcend to my Father, and your Father:”” 


thereby intimating that there was a difference betwixt 


God's being a Father to him, and a Father to them. 


And fo indeed there is a vaſt one, for he. is the Father 


of Chriſt by nature and by eternal generation ;. but he 1s 


the Father-of ſaints only by grace, by adoption and re- 


generation, which alſo are not eternal but accompliſhed 
in time. Thus in this comparative notion. Chriſt .may 
be called © God's own Son.” 2. Con- 


7.3 -F 
>, Conſider him abſolutely, and abſtratly from all 
other ſons, ſo he 1s God's Ows Proyts Sox: "It will 
be aſk'd, How or wherein? | | 
That I may a little inſiſt upon the explication of this 
ſublime Myſtery, I anſwer, Chriſt is God's own Son, not 
only as God hath a ſpecial intereſt or propriety in him, 


(as believers are ſaid to be Chriſt's own, John xiti. 1.) ;_ 


nor only as Chriſt is the Son of no other father, but of 
God (as the Socimians would turn off the word, © his own,?); 
for ſo the ſaints themſelves may be called God's own 
ſons, they being ſons as to their ſpiritual ſonſhip by and 


from God the Father only : there muſt be therefore 


ſomething higher than this intended in this glorious title _ 
of «* God's own Son.” What may that be? Anſw. That 


Chriſt was (and is) God's natural and eſſential Son ; that 
he was in a peculiar manner begotten of hint and from 
- him in his eternal generation; that he did participate of 
the Father's own nature and eſſence; that he was a Son 
co-equal, co-effential, co-eternal with God the Father.» 
To draw all into as narrow a compaſs as may be 1 

Our Lord Jeſus is God's own Son, 'as God the Father 
did from all eternity, in an ineffable manner, beget him 
in his own divine efſence: So that it points to two things} 
To his being eternally begotten ; to his being begotten 
in the divine effence. As to the latter, I chuſe to expreſs 


it ſo, becaule *tis more ſafe (if not more true) to ſay that 
the Son was begotten in that eſſence, rather than out of it. 


_ And ſome (who endeavour to open theſe profound myſte- 
ries) tell us, that here we are not to confider Chriſt efſen- 


tially as he -is God, but perſonally as the divine eſſence , 


jubſiſts in him as the ſecond Perſon. In the Firſt conſi- 
deration, as he was God, he had the divine effence in and 
of himſelf; and ſo he could not be begotten to it; for be 
was God from himſelf, (though ſome, who yet were no 
Arians, do not agree to this). In the Second notion, as 
he was God perſonally conſidered, or as he was the 
lecond Perſon and the Son, fo he was of the Father, and 
Not of himſelf; for though he was God of himſelf, vet he 
Ves not 'Son of himſelf. The uſual language of the 
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ancients was, © God of God, very God of very God,” &c. 
and this was. very. true; but then. you mult take it as 
ſpoken of God * perſonally conſidered, with reſpe& both 
to the Perſon begetting, and the Perſon begotten ; for in 


the ſacred Perſons Eſſence doth not beget Eſſence, but 


Perſon begets Perſon (as 'tis uſually expreſs'd). I fear 
theſe. things-may be too high for our weak capacities, 
4hat they do but.darken rather than. illuſtrate the Son{hip 
of Chriſt: - yet divines know not -how. to ſpeak more 
plainly'concerning thele myſteries. - Well, I (for my part) 
will not venture too far into. theſe great depths : that 


Chriſt is the Son of God, yea thus the'Son of God: (as 


hath been laid down), 1s evident enough ;- but he that 
will, engage in a curious inquiſition into all particulars 
reſulting from or referring to Chriſt's natural and eterna] 
Sonſhip,- will find at laſt he attempted that which was 
infinitely too high for him.  — TT £95 otts 

Contenting ourſelves therefore with this more general 


explication' of it, and not launching out too far into-par- 
ticulars;: that we may be the more; firmly rooted in! the 


belief of this great Article of the Chriſtian Faith; (viz.) 


'That Chriſt 1s the natural and eternally begotten Son of 


God, (and: therefore called his own Son),-it will be ne- 
ceſlary for us to look into the Word of "Fruth, to ſee 
what foundation we have there for this--our belief : For 


it would be equally dangerous for us to believe it, if the 


Word doth not afhrm it, as not to believe it; if the Word 
doth affirm it,- becauſe we connot fathom ſeveral things 
in it. by the plummet of reaſon. I ſhall defire you 
therefore to weigh the following Scriptures. _ 


4 


John vii. 29. © I know him, for I am | from him], and 


he hath ſent me.” They are the words of Chriſt, uttered 


with reference to God the Father, concerning whom he 


Haith, that «<< He was from him.” oe was CocInggont | 
| MAT Feit FROM Wn Es the 


. ® The Son, in reſpect of his perſon, is of the Father ; but in reſpe& of lis 
Godhead, he is of none, The Son of God, conſidered as he is a Son, 15 of the 
Father, God of very God : But conlidered as he is God, he-1s God of himſelf ; 
| Þ=cavfe the Godhead of the Son is not begotten, more"than the Godhead ot 
the Father, -PzRKINs oa Gul. p. 277. See Caeyx: Trin-unity, Þ- 334: 
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the Father ? I aniwer, Not only in reſpe& of his' Mif. 
ſion by and from the Father, (that indeed follows imme- 
Giately upon It, * and hath lent me,” ] but not as the ſole 
© main thing in reſpect of which Chrilt - is ſaid to be 
from his Father : 41 conceive, his being lent 1s brought 
in as a quite other thing, and diftin& from that}: But 
Chriſt faith, He was from the Father, im refpe& of his. 
eternal generation by, the Father; that was the. thing 
principally imended by him in this expreſſion. As the 
Holy Ghoſt is faid to be | from the Father] becaute of 
his proceſſion from him, (that's the reaton I go upon); 
John xv. 26. He proceedeth from the Father : $0 the 
Gon, the ſecond perſon, is ſaid to be from the Father, 
hecaule of his generation by him ; (and I find the anci- 
ents thus opening the place.) | 
Another text for the proof of this eternal Sonſhip of 
Chrift, is Pfal. 1. 7. £ "Phe Lord hath faid unto me, 
thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.*? To me, 
this is a very conſiderable Scripture tor the contirming 
the truth in hand, (though our adverſaries, I know, make 
a contrary uſe of it ; and ſome others, who are friends, 
ipeak lomewhat diminutively about it). "Tis beyond all 
diſpute that Chriſt was the perion here ſpoken of ; *twas 
not Jaid to David {further than as he was a type), but 
to Chrijt himſelf, © Thou art my Son,” &c. thus lome 
ot the Jewiſh writers - themſelves do carry it ; and the 
matter of the Pſahn with the ſeveral exprefiions in it, 
are only applicable to Chrilt ; (See Verl. 8, 9, &c. to the 
end); and as th that Verſe which I have to do with, you 
. 2ave it thrice cited in the New Teſtament, and it is al- 
ways apply'd to Chriſt; (to Ads xiv. 33. Heb. 1. 5. 
Heb, v. 5.) Well then, What doth God here ſay con- 
cerning Chriſt? Why, © Thou art. my Son.” - Bur, 
How did Chriſt come to be his Son ? W hy, As he had 
begotten tim {for that comes in as the Foundation of the 
relation), ** Thou art my Son, I have begotten thee.” 
vil wacn did God thus beget him? Why, From all 
tlemity, + [To-day] have I begotten thee.” Various 
re the apprehenfions of men ahout the import ,and re- 
iIcrence 


Bu 


ference of this word | to-day}, and what that matter ar 


period of ime is to which it refers. Some make it tg 
point to the time of the rage and oppoſition of enemies 
againſt Chriſt, ſpoken of verſ. x, &c. Some to the time 
of the New Teltament-adminiſtration. Some to the 
time of Chriſt's re{urrection and advancement, as we 
ſhall ſee hereafter. But I concur with thoſe who do not 
underſtand 1t of this or that particular, determinate day 
or time, but make it to point to, and to be expreſlive of 
eternity. "This eternity 1s but one day, or but one con- 
tinued Now; in which there being no ſucceflion, what- 
ever God doth from eternity, he may be faid to do it 
Now, or to-day. . 90 here, * "This day have I begotten 
thee,” that 1s, from everlaſting. True indeed, the word 
ittelt (in its firſt and ſtricteſt fenſe) doth not ſignifie or 
21mport eternity ; yet becaule in this place .it mult be in- 
_ terpreted according to the matter ſpoken of, therefore 
here it muſt have that ſignification, the nature of the 
thing fo determining it. For God's begetting of his Son 


being an immanent a&Q, it muſt (as all acts of that nature 
are) be from cverlaſting : and nt. being ſpoken after the 


manner of men, 1t muſt be fo underſtood as may beſt ſuit 
with the nature of God, and with the nature of the thing 
which it {peaks of, When therefore you read [** Thou 
art my Son, this day have I begotten thee,” ], tis as if 
God had ſaid, «© O my Son! I own thee to be fo before 
the world : and I here atteſt, that from all eternity I 
have begotten thee; and that thou art my Son by eternal 
generation.” And thus the great lights of the ancient 
Church, in their conteſts with the Arians, did make ule 
of and expound jt. | 

That text in Prov. viii. is exceeding full and clear: 
Verſ. 22, 23, 24, &c. © The Lord poſlefled me in the 
beginning of his way, before his works of old. I was 
{et up lrom everlaſting, from the beginning, or ever us 
earth was: When there were no depths, I was brought 
forth; when there were no fountains abounding with 
water. Before the mountains were lettled,. betore the 


hills, was I brought forth.” (This is further, with py 
cle- 
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elegancy ſet- forth, Verſ\. 26, 27, 28.) He concludes 
(Verl. 29, 39+), © Whzn he gave to the ſea his decree, 
that the waters ſhould not paſs his commandment, when 


he appointed the foundations of the earth: Then I was 


by him, as one brought up with him, and 1 was daily his 
delight, rejoicin always before him.” Of whom can 
all this be underltood but of Chriſt? To whom 'is'it ap- 
plicable but to him who is the'Pe rſonal Wiſdom of God 
the Father ? And if ſo, doth it not then plainly hold forth 
his eternal exiſtence, and alfo his eternal generation 2? 


So Micah v. 2. + Thou” Bethleem Ephratah, though 
thou be little among the thouſands of Judah, TR out of 


thee ſhall he come forth unto me Kt is to be Ruler in 


 Ifrael; whoſe goings forth have been trom'of old, . from 


everlaſting;” (in the Heb. *tis,. + ' From the' days of 
eternity. Y 

| If we look into the New Teſtament, this will yet be 
more clear, There Chritt is ſtiled, © The only begotten 
of the Father:” which title the Evangeliſt John often 


, repeats. The other Evangeliſts ſpeak much of Chriſt's 


ROY and of his birth as man, but John is altogether 

aken up with the Godhead of Chriſt and with his eternal 
Oencranes a3 the. Son of Gad; (whence Nyſlene faith 
of him, that he did indeed diſh ourle about God ; and 
ſom? think he was from hence calld_ John the Divine). 
In reference to . which he calls him, 'over and over, 
God's oxnLy BEGOTTEN Son, (as' you lee, John i. 14, 18. 
John ui. 16, 1$., x John iv. 9g.) Now, How is Chriſt the 


only begotten Son of God ? Surely it muſt be in ref] 5 


of ſome extraordinary way and manner of his Son 


_ peculiar to himſelf; and what can that be, but that which | 


I am upon? Never was any perſon 'fo begotten of the 
Father as he was ; God hath other ſons begotten of him 
(as ſome pre-alledged Scriptures teitific), but yet Chriſt 
1s ſtiled his oxLY BEGOTTEN Son, becauſe of his Tpecial 
and incommunicable Generation, becauſe he is the Son 
of God by nature, and hath that very Nature and Fiſence 


which God the Father hath. Take away this ſpeciality 
of his Sonſttp, and how ſhall we INterpret this excluſive 


title 


| Li J "FR 
. title of Chriſt, the Only Begotten of God ? He is not 
only called God's own Son, but allo his oxty Son; and 
| nothing can make him to be ſo(as will appear by and by), 
but his being the Natural Son of God, 'and by eternal 
Generation. *'Tis obſervable, after the Evangeliſt had 
been ſpeaking of the ſonſhip of believers, John 1. 12, 13. 
immediately he ſpeaks too of theSonſhip of Chriſt (ver. x4.) 


and he ſpeaks of this as being of a different kind and 


order from the former, upon,_which he calls him the 
« Only Begotten of the Father.” The old Arrian here- 


ticks had'a pretty evaſion for this ; * Chriſt (ayes Eu- 


nomius,. whom. Baſil and his brother Nyſſen have fo 
projeung'y eng was the ** Only Begotten of the 

'ather,” in as much as © he was begotten only of the 
Father;”” (which evaſion exattly fallsin with that modern 
gloſs which ſome Socinians give upon the text, Chriſt 
was. God's own Son, (i. e.) He was the Son of no other 


but of God). But to this 'tis anſwered, there's a great 


_ difference betwixt. being begotten Only. of the Father, 


and being the Ouly Begotten of the Father ; the firſt 


makes God to be the Only Begetter, but not Chriſt to be 
the Only Begotten: without which this title of his would 
fignifie nothing. For 'tis true as to the ſaints, they are 
begotten Only of the Father ; but yet tis not true that 
they are the Only Begotten of, the Father, (indeed this 


belongs not- to them at all, but only to Chriſt); their 


ſonſhip by. regeneration, and Chriſt's Sonfſhip by eternal 
Generation, . are things of a quite different nature and 
ſpecies; and it muſt be ſo, or elſe he could not truly be 
{tiled,-<* The Only Begotten of the Father.” 
The Apoſtle in this Chapter  (Verſ. 32.) calls Chriſt 
God's own 90n: * He that ſpared not his owy Son,” &c. 


Now the word imports as much as GOD's Proper or 


Natural Son. 'That's the fignification of it in other 
references : Luke vi. 44. © Every tree is known by his 
own fruit.” *'Tis his Own Fruit, that fruit which is 
Proper and Natural to it ; fo that is to. be taken,'r Cor. 


xv. 38. + God oiveth it .a body as it hath pleaſed him, 


and to every ſeed his own body.” And fo Chriftis 
}OD's Own Son, (that is) his Son who hath the fame 


- Nature and Effence with himſelf. There 
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There are three Properties (if the. two fir{t be not one 


and the ſame) belonging to Chriſt in his Sonihip, which . 


/are incommunicable to any other : - As, . 

1. He is a Son co-equal with his Father: John v. 18. 
« The Jews ſought the more to kill him, not only be- 
' cauſe he had broken the Sabbath, but ſaid alſo that, God 
was his Father, making himſelf equal with God.” "The 
Jews were in the right, as to the thing; only they erred 


as to the Perſon,. becauſe they would not ſee that Chriſt . 


was this Son of God, and therefore equal to the Father: 
their argument was good, and their inference proper-agd 
genuine; if Chriſt do claim to be the Proper Son of God, 


then he mult be equal with God: nothing could be more 'Y | 
true. Ard he had and mult have fuch a Sonſhip as will = 
riſe up to this, therefore - his. whole diſcourſe (in which 


ke is very large, John y. & x. chip.) tends to the proving 
of nothing Jower than his Natural Sonſhip, and conſe- 


quently his equality with. his Father. And if he had 


been only the Son of God in a lower way, why did he 


not io explain himſelf ? Why did he ſuffer the charge of. 
blaſphemy upon it ? Nay, why did he loſe his/life upon 


it ? Had he been the Son of God only as others are, the 
yery telling of that had quieted the people, acquitted him 
trom blaſphemy, -and {aved his life ; but he lets them 


_ alone to go on 1n their malice againſt him, becauſe that. 
- was the very truth which they pitched upon, and which  - 


he would have to be known, namely, that he was-ſo the 
5on of God, as to be equal with God. #$or a further 
proof of this, take that of the Apoſile, where he ſpeaks it 
out exprelsly, Phil. ii. 6. '* Who being in the. form of 
God, thought it not robbery to: begqual with .God.” 


Surely there is more in this [being equal with God] than 
what ſome (particularly Grotius) are pleas'd to make. it--. 


to be; it notes equality of Nature and Effence, not only 
ome external ſhow or appearance, or eſtimation by 


athers. 'The latter clauſe muſt be expounded as 'tis 


Jjoyn'd with the former, and then its ſenſe and emphaſis 
will be clear enough; Chriſt © being in the form of God, 


_ (exiſting in the Divine Nature, and really participating 
| Ti 7 08 
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of that Nature), thought it no robbery (no bold enordach. 


. ment upon the honour of God) to betequal with God,” 


(to aſlume and apply that Nature to himſelf which he hd 
in truth}. And (which wjll much ſtrengthen this IM 


Fition of the words,) as that which! follows, Verſ. 7,8 


ſpeaks Chriſt's Natural equality with us;(as he was Man) 
and muſt be ſo interpreted; ſo this here ſpeaks Chriſt's 


Natural equality with the Father (as he WAS God), and 


= be 1o interpreted alſo: | 
- Chriſt is a Son co-efſentiat with the Pabhier, He-is 


ys only like him; but of the fame Nature and Eſſence 
 withihim, not only under ſome reſemblance of God, but 
_ under perfect identity and oneneſs of Eſſence with God, 
John x. 30. © I and my Father are one.” :Hence-he is 
RiPd © the Inage (the effential and ſubſtantial Image) of 
. God&,” Col. 1.15. Heb. i. 3. Fhis was that great Truth 
- which +the Nicene Fathers aſſerted and maintain'd with 

- ſuch renowned courage and zeal *... (But I will but 
_ touch upon this Head, becauſe *tis the {ſame with the 


former ; that is more -comprehenſive, but in its' main | 


Ro pertectly agrees with this). 


.\\Chriſt' is the, co-eternal Son of : God: ths F Crarg | 


They were both of the ſame ſtanding (if I may with 


reverence {6 expreſs it), both from everlaſting.' Chriſt 
was eternally a Son; there never was/any time when he 
was otherwiſe, or when he began ſo to be : Whenſoever 
the Father did-exiſt, the Son exiſted alſo (as the Ancients 
uſed to expreſs it). - If the Father was/eternal, and al- 

wayes 2 Father ; then'the Son was' eternal; and alwayes 
a Son: for relatives muſt be ſimultaneous. This was 


| that 'which greatly troubled and vexed Arius fo often, 


to hear the Orthodox {ſpeaking of * Always the Father, 
always theSon: &c.” I ſay, this offended him very much, | 


(as appears by what he himſelf wrote in his Letter to 
_ Evufebws): but the thing is never the leſs true, becauſe 
he was offended at it. "1 _ The 


* The famous "Ae. at Viece, | in Bithynia, Ws aTen: ited by Conftanti in* 
in the year 4325. In this Council, after many keen debates,' the Doctrine of 


_ Anus RE Chrift declared Conſubſtantial, or cf-rhe fame Eſſence 


with the Fathef—This Conncil is one of the moſt famous and intere{ting evets 
that are preicnted to us in Eccleha/tical Hittorvy. Mo-HEM's Hut. Vol. E. p. 237- 


ry 
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© - The Scriptures are, very plain concerning Chriſt's Eter- 
aity and Eternal Generation, (ome of which have been 
already cited, take a lew more,) Rey. 1. 8. © I am Alpha 
and. Omega, the. beginning and the ending, ({aith the 
Lord,) which is, and which was, and which is to come, 
the Almighty.” Rev. ut. 8. © Theſe things ſaith the 
Firſt and the Laſt, which was dead and is alive.” As” 
foon as the Apoltle had ſpoken of Chriſt's Sonſhip, 
Heb. i. 5. preſently he falls upon his Eternity, Ver. 8. 
« Unto the Son he ſaith, "Thy throne, O God, is for ever 
and ever.” Thus I have ſhown in what reſpe&s Chriſt 
is tiled God's Own Son, and how far thole-are grounded 
upon the Word of 'Truth. ak 8 2 SL 
But all this being vehemently deny'd and oppoſed by 
| ſome, and it highly concerning us truly to apprehend 
and firmly to: believe a thing of ſo high a nature,' upon 
theſe conſiderations T judge that it will not be enough 
barely to aſſert the truth, but it will be neceflary alſo to 
hear what oppgiers ſay againſt it, and how they endeav- 
our to undermine.it ; give me leave therefore. to ſpend 
ſome timefabout that. Fs ns 00 at 
_ I think I may; confidently and warrantably affirm that 
amongſt all«the Articles of Faith which make up the 
Chriſtian Religion, not any one of them ever met with 
lo much oppoſition, and was. the ground of fo many and 
{o fierce diſputes, as this great Article which refers tv the 
Godhead of Chriſt, and to his being the Natural and 
Eſſential Son of God. They who know any thing of 
what hath paſs'd in former times in the matters of Reli- 
£10n, know-what conteſts there were about it in the firſt 
ages of the Church : In the very infancy of the Goſpel 
Satan ſtirred up ſome (as Ebion, Cerinthus, &c.) to - 
_ oppole itz. for it, being the great fort and: bulwark of 
Chriſtianity, he would be ſure firſt to make his batteries 
_ againit it, But Uhiings never came to their full height 
till about 3oo years after Chriſt, when Arius and his 
party with great zeal (ſuch as it was) ſet themſelves 
againſt t, boldly denying Chriſt to be God, or the eternal 
von of God. After a long flux of time, theſe contro- 
| veries 
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verſies were pretty well compos'd, yea the Church kad | 


(itz a great meaſure) after its ſharp conflidts, gained the 
behef of this fundamental Truth, and was in the Quiet 
poſleflion of it : till in theſe latter ages that unhappy 
.SOCINUS came upon the ſtage, and he muddy'd the 
waters again, reviv'd the old Arrian Herefies, which 


* ſeem'd to be.dead and rotten, and did (with no leſs bold. 
neſs and more ſubtilty) renew the former quarrel #,* 


 .+- | With 
_  ® It had been good for the Church, if this © damnabl: hereſy” had dicd 
- with Soctxus: but, alas! Who have not heard that it has'fornd ſupporters 


In this prefent time, even among the Doors of the Church of. Scotland, — 
Dr. M=——1 of A——r, in a late Publication, has attempted to eſtablith it. 


- | 4 Though he calls Chriſt the Sox-of Goo, he never once, in all his E58ax. * 


: < has called him Gon. And that we may not miſtake the fenſe in which he 
_ «« calls Chriſt the Sox of Goo, he deſigns him only, © Our Bleffed Saviour, 
-** the Firit and Chief of all the ſons of God,” p; 522. And, © For Jjelus pre. 


. « tending to be the Son of God, was really no more than what he had already 


_ « confeſſed to Pilate, without giving him any offence :” What was that! 
« i© When hs avowed himſelf to be-the King of the Jews,” p. 136. The title 
. «Sox of GoD, according to Dr. M*Gill, only puts him on a level with crea- 
; © trees, and imports no more than his Kingly power and authority. | It is well 
+ known, that, like him,  Arians. and Socinians acknowledge, that Jeſus Chritt 
.** is the Son of God, on account of his miraculous Canception and Birth ; on 
.< account of his ReſurreRion from the Dead, Exaltation, . Power, and Domt- 


- ic gion : - But they abſolufely deny that he is the Son of God, as this is exyrel- | 
. «<. free of his. Conſubſtantiality and Co-equality - with the Father ; becauſe' they | 


« conider him only as an inferior and ſubordinate God. 

- « Ye ſhall therefore conſider the Scriptural view of the title, the Son of God, 
 «« when gen to Chriit. By the ſtandard of all revealed truths, it appears, that 
© Sox of Gop is a divine title, that hath only a reference to Chriſt's divine and 

© vre-2xiſtant Nature, or to his effential and eternal relation to the Father in 


- **the Godhead, This is a title that is only founded in that neceflary, eternal 


. « Generation, which 1s peculiar to bim, and 1s altogether above our conception 


_ © the Chiilt; for Chriſt aud the Son of God are not ſynonymous tiles, 


« as to tae 'manuer of it ; but according to which he is, and always was, Par- 
. © taker of the ſane Nature and Perfe&ions with - the Father ; perſonally dil- 
«. tinpniſhed from him; _and neceilarily co-exiſtent with him : And as the 


+ Son is that divine Perſoi''f the adorable Three, that was to be-the Meilah ; | 


« this title ts often uſed to repreſeat him as ſuch, in teſtimony of his Deity, and 


_* jn_diftinfion from the Father and the Spirit. Hence it was exceedingly 


*- proper, that this title ſhould be folemnly declared at his Incargation, when 
* he was to cinter perſonally” upon the diſcharge of his glorious office, and at 
« his refurreRion, when he finithed the work which his Father gave him to do 


4. upon earth; and it was as proper that he ſhould be commonly known, ad 


© Gittunaguiited, all along, by. this title, as he is ſpoken of as the Chriit,—becaule 
** his Divinity was eſſential to the diſcharge of his Office, and was manjtcited 
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« It is evident from the New Teſtament, that the Jews -had a notion chat 


« their Meffiah thould be the Son of God, hut in a more ſublime ſcnle of pn 
U = 
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With him and his followers (all of which do unanimouſly 


agree in ther denial of Chriſt's Sonſhip in that ſenſe 
wherein it hath been opened) we now have to do : , and 


: the difference *twixt them and us ſtands thus; they agree 
ith us that Chriſt is the Son of God, but as to the Nature, 


Quality, Manner, Foundation of his Son{hip, there they 


-differ from us. We fay he is the Proper, Natural Son of 
| God: they make him (in efle&) no better than an Impro- 


per, Alluhve, Metaphorical Son of God : We ſay he is 
the Eternal Son of God ; they lay he is only {o in time: 
We ſay he 1s the Son of God by Eternal Generation, 
and thereupon called God's Own Son ; they ſay he's 


* God's Own Son upon other grounds and cauſes; which, 


what they are, we are now to enquire after, and whether 
they be true and conſonant to the Word. This is a 
work which hath been done over and over by many 


(by ſome in our own language), yet the ſubje& in hand - 


neceſſarily leads me alſo to ſpeak ſomething to it. 


1. Firſt, they afhrm that Chriſt 1s God's Own Son in 


reſpe& of his miraculous Conception and Prqduction in 
the womb of the Virgin by the Holy Ghoſt. 'For the 
proof of which - they alledge, Luke 1. 35. © The angel 
anſwered and ſaid unto her, The Holy Ghoſt ſhall come 


upon thee, and the power of the Higheſt ſhall overſhadow- 
thee : [Therefore alſo that Holy 'Thing which Jhall be - 


born of thee, ſhall be called the Son of God].” 


Here the Defenders of the Truth take notice of the 


Adverſaries fallacious and fraudulent dealing, which in- 
deed is very grols; for the greateſt of them ſometimes 


Tfeem 


. © ferent titles, denoting the ſame Perſon under different-reſpe&s. The title 


- Chrilt denotes his relation to the people as their Saviour ; and his title Son of 
7 God, his peculiar relation to the Father ; and this Nathaniel confeſſes, 
** Thou art Chriſt, the Son of God,” John i. 49.” - 


The Scxrprure DocrtRrixy of REDEMPTION by the DEATH of our Logn 


Jesvs CarisT, Stated and Defended by the Rev. James Moir, Miniſter 
at TARBOLTON, Pag. ro, 11. | 


The reader alſo will find this Precious Doarine defended in the As$0cratE 


S z " | , ©. . _ 4 * * 
YNoD's Warning again(t SOCINIANISM, P. 5$2——63. 
X | i & © 


=. is alſo is the Dodrine of the Confeſſion of Faith, compiled by that vene- 
m X Alembly of Divines (of whom Dr. }JAconB, our Author, was one) which 
* at Weliminſter, &c. See Confef, Chap. 8. ſed. 1, 2. 
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ſeem to grant' that Chriſt is the Nitaral and Effentia 


Son of God, ('tis the very, Title which they prefix before 
_ ſome of their Treatites); in which-one would think that 

they-did concur with us, holding the ſame thing which 
we do, and giving the jame honaur”and reſpect to Chriſt 
which we do: when in truth there's: no ſuch thing, they 


do but ſpeak' fraudulently: (according to the cuſtom of 
their old predeceſſors): for here's the fallacy, they mean. 


by all this nothing more than that Chriſt was the.Son of 


God in regard of his wonderful Conception and Nativity 


by the Virgin Mary. (But to paſs: by their frauds, Jet 
us come to.the thing.) We ſay, Chriſt's Filiation or 
Sonſhip was grounded upon ſomething of a far higher 
nature than this, that he was the - Son 'of God. antece- 
dently to it,. even. from-Aall: eternity; they ground his 
Sonſhip upoa it only, making it but. then to commence 
when he was begotten by, the Holy Ghoſt, conceived 
_ and born by the Virgm. Toy 

Againſt which dangerous Opinion we argue thus : 


1. Tf Chriſt's Sonſhip did reſult from this, as the true 


and proper ground of it, then the Holy. Ghoſt (the thirs 
' Perſon) ſhonld rather be intituled the Father of Chrilt 
than'the firſt Perſon ;- becauſe that effett: which was the 
. foundation .of. Chriſt's Sonſhip was -more immediately 
| produced by him. than by the firſt Perſon. Bur this 1s 
, notoriouſly falſe, for ell along in the whole current. Ot 
. the Word, Chrilt is brouzht.in ashe Son of the Father, 


and as ſtanding in this relation to the Father, and not 


to the Spirit, CD. ::, of $ 
_ _ 2. Chriſt himſelf never reſolves his Sonſhip into us 
miraculous Conception or Birth. You find him lome- 
' ſometimes profeſſedly treating upon it, and giving the 
. the world an account about it; and what doth he then 
' ground it upon ? Why, he carry's it. up to lus doing 
' what the Father did, John v. 19. to his quickning whom 
he will, even as the Father doth, - John v. 2i. t© his 
having life in himſelf, as the Father hath life in himſelf, 


' John: v. 26. to his being One with the Father, John x- 39+ 


to his being in the Father, and his. Father in - 


4 
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John x. 38 He doth not at all mention his miraculous 
Conception, (which in all probability he would have done 
© that had been the: proper ground of his Souſhip), but. 
ke inſiſts altogether upon things tending to the proof of 
his participating of his Father's Nature and Eſlence, and 
by them he deſigns to make out his Sonthip ; Yea, and | 
that it was ſuch a Sonſhip as did render him equal with 
tis Father { but this he could not have done either with 
truth or evidence had he been only the Son of God upon 

whit if hare prone tO COST 
3. Though Chriſt's Conception and temporal Genera- 
tion was very wonderful, yet that did but reach. £0 his | 
fleſh or human nature and there terminate: Now the. 
Scripture doth not place His great Sonthip in his Human 
but it his Divine Nature ; therefote as to that it ſpeaks 
him to be the * Son and Seed of David, or the Son of 
Man, in contradiſtiaftion to his being the Son of God. 
And kis Sonſhip to God: cantot 'be grounded upon that 
which was the ground of his Soyſhip to Man; for where 
the Sonſhips are ſo different, they mult' needs have dif- 
ferent grounds and foundations: Pray let theſe two texts 
be well weighed, and they will ſufhciently prove What T 
ſay ; Roms 1. 3, 4- * Concerning his Son” Jeſus” Chriſt 
our Lord, who was made of the ſeed of David according 
to the fleſh, and declared' to be the Son-of Godiwith, 
power, according to the Spirit of Holineſs, by the refur- . 
Fes. ra goredes pd 1 Keg, 
* The appelatioti So of Got, did not flow, from. his Cotiception or bis Birth. 
of the Virain. * The appelation Sox of May, atofe ffom this : Therefore what 
the angel affirned,'( Luke kk 35:)'is, That notwithſtanding of his becomitig. Man, 
he thould contmne to be:called the-Sox of God. And the particle [thereforeJ- 


s deſignicd to ſhew the ageement berieen. theſe two appelaticns, Sox, of Gun. 
ind Sox of Max, as belonging th the One'CurrsT, by the communication of 


Properties. CLovPESB. ANT. SMALE. Þ: gt. je-3S 

As Chiil!'s ' Perſon iticludes horb Natures, the Properties, and Aions of 
either Nature are aſcribed to his Perſon=—1z- is by a very fallacious way of argit- 
ing, that Heretics alledze the Froperties of the d:vine Nature, m denial of his 
imnan Nature; andthe Properties of his human Vature, in denial of his divine 
Nature. Seeing the Properties of each Nature belong 16 his divine Perſon, as 
chuding, firce his Incarnation, b5-th Natures : by the help of this diltiaQion — 
Allertions which would” otherwile be centradiftory, may very conſitteutly bu 
#'plizd to the Sox of Gob, as to be. in the Form of Goy, and in the Form of 
a lervant, &c. Hranzon, Vol, L. p. 86, 87. | 
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rection from the dead, Rom. ix. 5. Whole are the Fathers, 
and of whom, as concerning the fleſh, Chriſt came, who 
18 Over all God bleiled for ever.” The ſum of all, Chrif 
hath two Natures, according to which two Natures he 
hath two diſtin& Sonſhips (he is the Son of God, and he 
15 the Son of Man), theſe different Sonſhips muſt have 
different cauſes and grounds, therefore his Conception 
upon which he was the Son of Man cannot make him 


by alſo to be the Son of God. _ | | 


4. As to the text alledg'd by our adverſaries to prove 
their-opinton, there's a double anſwer commonly givea 


W ... The "hope [therefore] in it, is not caſual but 
ative. 2Tis not brought in as fignifying-the ground of 
Chriſt's -Sonſhip, but as a note of inference, wherein 
fomething 3s inferr'd from what went before. The angel 
had, told Mary, © That, the Holy Ghoſt ſhould come 

upon her, and the power of the Higheſt ihould over- 
ſhadow. her ; {and then adds) therefore, - alſo, the holy 
Thing which ſhall be born of thee, ſhall be called the. 
Son, of God.” ['Therefore,] What may be the force of 

this word in. this place? "Tis a meer deduQion drawn 


from-the premiſes, to this effe&t: Since ſuch a thing ſhall 


be done by the Holy Ghoſt, therefore {according to what 
was propþefied) Chriſt ſhall be called the.Son of God. 
The words plainly refer to the propheſie, Ifa. vii. 14. 
© "Therefore the Lord himfelf ſhall give you a ſign, 
Behold! a Virgin thall conceive, and bear a Son, and 
{hall call his name Immanuel.” The Evangeliſt brings 


them in expre(sly im that reference, Matth. i. 21, 22, 23- 


« And the ſhalt bring forth a Son, and thou ſhalt call his 
name Jeſus, for he ſhall ſave his people from their lins. 


._ (Now all this was done, that it might be fulfilled, which 
was ſpoken of the Lord by the prophet, ſaying, Behold! 


a Virgin ſhall be with Child, and ſhall bring forth a. Son, 


' and they ſhall call his name Emmanuel; which being 


interpreted, is God with us.)”” And their ſenſe and. 


_ tendency 1s the ſame here : © Therefore alſo that holy 


Thing,” &:. As if the angel had ſaid, 'This being TN : 
| thing 


; (7 7 
thing which was foretold, which muſt be acchmpliſhed, ; 
and is now near to be accompliſhed) thereiore it ſhall lo 
be, © That which ſhall be born of thee, ſhall be called 
the Son of God.” So that this { Therefore | 1s only a 
note of conſequence as, to the event or fulfilling of the 
propheſie, not a note of cauſality as to the thing itlelf, 
viz. Chriſt's Sonſhip to God. | | 
2. 'Tis, & Therefore he ſhall be called] the Son of 
the moſt High :?* *Tis- not therefore, © He ſhall be the- 
Son,” &c. but, 4 Therefore he ſhall be called,” &c. And 
ſo it points not to that which was conſtitutive of Chriſt's 
Sonſhip, but only to that which was maniteſtative and 
declarative of it. Chriſt was God before he aſſumed 
fleſh, but he was © God manifeſted in the fleſh,” (x Tim... 
11. 16.) ſo-Ghriſt was the Son of God before he was thus 

conceived, but this was a great manifeſtation or declara- 
tion that he was the Son of God. *?Tis true, as te us our 
being called the ſons of God, notes our being made the 
ſons of God: but here as to.Chriſt it only notes that he. 
ſhould be declared, evidenced, acknowledged to be the 
Son of God; he was not now made the Son of God, 
that was done by his eternal Generation, only it was 
now made to appear that he was the Son of God.- In 
ſhort, the Lord Jeſus, who was thus miraculouſly con-- 
ceived, was the very Son of God, but as he was thus con- 
ceived, or becauſe he was. thas conceived, fo he was not 
the Son of God; for of: this there' was an antecedent 
foundation, that which was of a far more ancient date, 
_ namely his being begotten of the Father from everlaſting. 
2. Secondly *tis. faid, that Chriſt was the Son of God 
1n reſpe& of his SanQificatien and Mifion.. John x. 36. 
* day ye of him, whom the Father hath ſanQified, and 
lent into the world, Thou blaſphemeft, becauſe I faid I 
am. the Son of God?” Chriſt being ſanAified by the 
Vather, (that is} the Spirit of Grace and Holineſs being 
n {o.eminent a degree poured out upon him, and he be- 
ing deſigned and ſet apart and.fitted by God to and for a 
molt high and eminent Office, as alſo he being ſen: upon 
2 great, work for an exiraordinary end, to redeem and 
D 2 lave. 


, 


-2 relation to ſuch a Perſon, and the a 
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fave loſt linners; therefore upon theſe grounds (and ng 


upon his being eternally begotten of the F ather] he was 
God's Son, ' 


 Answ. More is inferr'd from this. text than what it 


will bear; we may thus far very well argue from it, He 


who was Sanctifted and Sent, was undoubtedly the Son 
of God : but if we go” further and infer, He who was 


- panctified and Sent, was therefore the Son of God, (as if 


the SanCtification and Miſſion were the ground of his he. 


_ Ing fo) * we ſtretch the words too far, and endeavour to 
fetch that out of them, which is not at alt in-them, 


There's a great difference betwixt the applying of ſuch 


| gning of the 
proper cauſe and foundation of that relation : Chriſt being 
SanCctified and Sent is the Son of God; upon theſe tar 


relation may truly be attributed to him » but yet they do 


. not amount to the being the. cauſe .of that xelation, 


"That Chriſt who was SanRified and Sent, is the Son of 


God, is a Propoſition very true; but that Chriſt as he 


was. Sanctified and Sent is the Son of God, (as pointing 


-to the foundation of his Sonſhip,) is a Propoſition very 
falſe; and there lies the Controverſie betwixt us and our 


opponents. 'PThe words cited have reference to the pre- 
ceding Verſes, where Chrilt is vindicating himſelf from 


that blat phemy which the Jews charged bim with, becauſe. 


he made himlelf God, verſ. 33.3 -now this be doth firlt 


mn alower FAY» by. an argpment drawn from the title 
uſual-: 


Ld 


* Chr {t cannot be called the Son of the Living Ged, Cn account "of his unc- 
tion or his office, as if the title CnirsT and the title Sn; of Gon, were of the 
fame import, b-canſe they are expreſily . ditinpuithed by the Lord. For the 
titles Cn: T S:x of Goy, igyify the ſame Perſon, but not the ſame thing 
io that ſame Perijon : For. the titl= Son denotes the Perſon, bat tye title Cu&rs'r 
d:notes the office —As he was of the ime nature with lis mother, as the Son 
of Man : fo of neceſſity he. mutt be of the ſame natuge with the. q ather, as tlie. 
Son cf the Living Go&. TuureT, Vol. I. P- 329. 

We deny that ever it gan bz proven from that text, Join, x. 30. that, 


| Jeſus Chriſt | 1s called God, or the Son of Gr :d becouſe the Father ſent, &e. 


Yhe Mt ion wherewith the Father Tent the Son, into. the world did nat conftitute 
tiie Neity os the. Son, nor his Sonſ}:! LIP; but the NMifiieg was foungded upon his 


b-in: Ec, and the Son of God. —Por the Son could neither have been let apart 


to the oRlice of Mediator, or ſent into the world ; unleſs he had been co- G_ 
3 c0-citential with the Father Was ſent him. CLo2 PEND. Compenc Socig, P:2* 


{ 29 ] 
- oiven to men in places of office and authority ; 
LE called Gods, a if ſo then, ſaith Chriſt, do I 
þlaſpheme, becaule I call myſelf God andthe Son of God, 
whom God hath Sanftihed and Sent, and inveſted with 
ſuch high offices? Do not miltake here, Chriſt 1s not God 
| only in a titular way, becaule of his office ; he is ſo truly, 
roperly, in reſpect of his Nature and Eflence; this he 
aks to, verſ. 30, 37, 3S, but he inſtances only in his 
Office in- this place, and from thence fetches that Argu- 
ment which was very proper to his preſent deſign, viz. 
the vindicating of himſelf as to the charge of blaiphemy, 
Verſes 34, 35, 36. © Jeſus anſwered them, 1s 1t not 
written in your Law, I faid ye are Gods? If he called 
them Gods, unto whom the Word of God came, and 
the Scripture cannot be broken; Say-ye of him, whom 
the Father hath ſanQified, and ſent into the world, Thou 
blaſphemeſt, becauſe I ſaid I am the Son of God?” 
Now what is there in this to undermine Chriſt's eternal 
Sonſhip? or-to make his SanCtification and Miſhon the 
ground of his filial relation to God? One word further, 
As to the latter of theſe, if Chriſt was the Son of God 
before he was ſent, then his ſending did not make him to 
become the Son of God; but ſo he was, for ?tis ſaid here 
in the text, ** God ſent his Son;” implying he was a 
Son before he was ſent; had it not been fo, it muſt have 
been faid, © God ſent him to. be: his Son,” and not, 
* God ſent his Son ;?? which ſuppoſes him before- the 
Sending to be actually a Son *, 5", ©". vn 


* Many high titles and charaRers are given ta this glorious Perſon, to confirm | 
and in\ 12orate our faith and Jove : I ſhall juſt touch upon a few of them. John 
the evangeliit, ſpeaking of the Word made fleth, adds ; © We brheld his glory, 
2s the glory of the only begotten of the Vathcr, full of grace and truth,” John 
1-14. He was now in no reputation with men, deſpiſed and rejected of them, 
was far from affe&ing or enjoying a worldly glory ; but yer he had a glory, 
 wiich his diſciples ſaw, not a fleſhly but a ſpiritual, not an earthly but a, hea- 
venty oloty. It was the glory of the only begotren of the Father, byt not the 
brnighinels of his glory as God. For as.one well obſerves, if the people could 
not bcar the glory which appeared in the face of Moſes, how fhould we be able 
(0 behold rhe brightneſs of the divine glory. Yer the glory which they ſaw, is 
expretly 4aid to be the glory of the only begotten of the Father ; -not the glory 
of the prophets, angels, or any other mere creature, but the glory of God's only 
begotten Son,—An uncommon (tar conducted the wile men to him, they wor- 
Iipred jm, the heavenly hott adored and praifed him ; men, women, and an- 


cel: 


£ $0.1 


qg. Another Cauſe aſſigned of Chriſt's Sonfhip and of 


the appellation here given him, © God's own Son,” is 
| 4 he | his 


gels proclaimed his birth ; an infant in the womb leaped for joy, on that ac. 
count ; but afterwards not'the ſtars and heayens, angels and archangels, but 
God the Father appeared in glory, and owned him for his| Son, 2 Pet. i. 1» 
The glorious Spirit abode upon him ; the gracious. yords that came out of his 
mouth, and the god-like works that were done by+ him proclaimed a glory, 
which conld belong to no other, but. the only begotten of the Father. By 
his mavacles, he maniteſted his plory, diſeaſes were ſubje& to his controll, 
evil ſpirits fled at his rebuke, the devil was caſt down from . his empire, and 
geath itſelf was conquered. by him, John ii; 11.. But what made the glory of his 
grace and truth more conſpicuous, was, his dying for ſinners, fatisfying divine 
Juſtice, reconciling us to God, enlightening the minds, and renewing the hearts 
of men: turning vile ſinners jato glorious ſaints, a work becoming the ploricug 
and only begotten Son of God. In a word, the wiſdom, the power, the grace, 
and love which appeared in his whole condut, living and dying, declared him. 
to be-a glorious divine Perſon, God's only begotten Son, full of grace ang truth, 


It is a greater work of power and grace, to caſt Satan out of the ſouls than out - 


_ of the bodies of men. To forgive great fins, and ſanGfy the vileſt ſiuners, is a 
work of grace and trath, becoming the only begotten of the Father. 


Chriſt is the only begotten of the Father, as he is his oww proper Son, of the 


ſame nature ; for, before he was made fleth, he was: with God, and was God; 


not barely like the only begotten Son, bur the ſelf-fſame, [The word AS is thus - 
uſed, when it is ſaid, that Chritt was found in faſhion as a man, he really was . 


a man; ſo here .his glory was as of the only begotten of the Father ; it was the 


| glory of him who really was, and is God's only begotten Son. He is the bright. 


neſs of the. Father's glory ; the glory of God ſhines in the face or perſon of Jeſus 
Chriſt ; he is the Lord of glory, Heb. i. 3. Many other expreſſions of a like nature 
ſet forth the gloxy of this divine Perſon, Jeſus Chriſt, Many glorious titles are 
affixed to him. Particularly he is {aid to be the © Image of the inviſible God,” 
' and the © Firſt-born of every creature.” The beginning and firſt-begotten, 
from the dead. He is the © Image of the inviſible. God,” as the power, wiſdom, 
goodnefs, and otl» r perfeions of God diſcovered themſelves, in_ the wrrks 
which be did, fo as that he could juſtly fay, * He that hath ſeen me, hath ſeen 


the Father alſo :” Becauſe the Father abiding in him did the work ; and ſecing * 


he did the works of the all-wiſe, almighty, * gracious Father, he by theſe works: 
proved himſelf to be the-imaye of the inviſible God ; and might ſay, he that had 
ſeen him, had ſeen the Father alſo. He, being one in nature with the Father, 
did the ſame works, and repreſented the Father's perfeftions to men. It he be 
only a creature, how ſhould he be the image of the Creator ? A bealt 13 not the | 
image of a man, nor a man of an angel, nor an angel of God ; what can be like- 
God that is not God ? Who can manifeſt the glory aad perfeRtions of the invili-. 
ble God, but he who is one with him, or of the: ſame nature and perfe&tions ! 
« He is the firſt-bocn of eyery creatyre,” Colol. i. 15, It is not ſaid, ** The tirlt 
created;” but, © The firſt-born.” Almoſt all the Greek fathers, and many of 


the Latins underſtand it of Chriſt's divine nature, {auh the learned Davenant, 


who has cited Tertullian, Ambroſe, and Chryſoltom, full to the purpoſe. Tius, 
{cnſe ſeems to. be much favoured by what follows ;. for # by him all things 
were created ;” which is a{ligned as 'a reaſon, or evidence, of his being the 
Firit-born : Becauſe he created all things, viſible and invil;ble, angels, and all 
things elſe; therefore he himſelf is no” creature, but the eternal Soa of God, 
who was befoxe them all, by whom, and fox whom, they were ail wy: 
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CONES. 
his Reſurre&tion. That begetting which the Pſalmiſt 
ſpeaks of, Pal. ii. 7. 1s not ({ay-they) to be Inferprens: 
| 5 of 


In the eighteenth verſe he is ſaid to be © the Beginning :” the word is 
often uſed for 'the principal, the ſource, ſpring, and efficient canſe : in this 
ſenſe it may be he is'faid to'be © the beginning of the creation of God,” Rev. 
ili. 14. All things were made by him, viſible and inviſible, and without him 
was nothing made that was made, - It is obſervable, that the holy Spirit, when 
he (tiles him ** the beginning#* immediately adds, ** Firit born from the dead ;”” 
which cannot be meant, that he was the fir{t perſon that roſe from the dead, 


for he. was not ;* but rather, that he is *© the refurre&ion and the life,” Jolin 


xi. 25. being God's ſirſt-born, his only begotten Son: as he created all things 
at firſt, lo he quickens whom he will, and raiſes the dead, and brings them out 


of their graves, by a ward of power ; as by the ſame word-of power, he at firſt 


brought them out of nothing, into being : 'This is the work of God, of him who, 


| being, the proper Son of God, before all creatures, the Lord and heir of all 


things, the ſource and ſpring of all power and life, made the worlds, and raif. 
cth the dead. What a glorious Perſon is our Saviour! What reaſon had the 


apoſtle to defire - to-know him, and to make him known? And, how juſtly- 


might it be ſaid to the church, © Cry out and ſhout, thou: inhabitant of Zion ; 
for great is, the holy One of Iſrael, in the midit of. thee ?” Ifa. xit. 6. 


There is a multitude of other glorious titles given to Chrift, which I cannor” 


now ſo much as mention, which indeed would delerve many diſcourſes. I ſhall, 
*however, take notice of one more : Chrilt is often ſtiled ** the Son of God,” 


and that with diſtin&ion from all other ſons of God: He is faid'to be God's own 
proper Son.; his only begotten Son ; his beloved and dzar Son; the Son of the- 
living God. God has ſons by creation, ſons by regeneration ; but Chriſt is a} 
Son 'ip a different and higher ſenſes. Something very great is meant by it ; 


hence a multitude of witneſſes atteſted it. John Baptiſt bore record of it. 
Peter in his famous confeſſzon ſaid, * Thou art Chriit the Son of the living God," 


Mat. xvi. 16. And Chriſt told him, that the Father revealed it to him, and' 
that he was bleſſed in having this diſcovery ; that on this Rock the Church 
ſhould be built. Conld it thei mean no-more than a ſon born of a virgin, and 


inveſted with a ſpecial office ? Paul calls him, in one place, the Son of Himſelf, 


even of God the Father; and his Proper Son, Rom. vili. 3, 32. God, from 


heaven, proclaimed this title, © This is'my beloved Son,” Mart. iii. 17. And this 


is the thing teltifi:d by the three Witneſſes in heaven, and the- three on earth, _ 
1 John v. 5,8, This is that for which the Jews crucified him ; © By our law” 
he ought to die, becauſe he made himſelf the Son of God,” Mark xiv. 6r. 


John xix. 7. When Chriſt owned himſelf to be the Son of God, the Jews in- 


ferred, that he made himſelf God. Chriſt, in his defence, pleaded his Qflice, 


as Sandtitied and Sent into the world ; yet did not deny, bur aferted and proved 
his Deity, from his being-in the Father, and doing thoſe works which none but 


God could do: ** If I do not the works of my Father, believe me not : but if 


+ 1 do, though ye believe not me, believe the works, that ye may know and be. 
Leve, that the Father is in me, and I in him,” ' ſohn x. 37, 38, By which he 


meant, that hie and the Father are one; that he ' was fo the Son of God, as - 


o be true God. The titles of Son of God, and Meſſiah, are often put together, 
pays they meet in the fame Perſon ;. not becauſe they denote the ſame thing, 
* In Scripture they are diſtingujſhed : When the Eunuch ſaid, © I balieve that 
| _ 1s the Son of God,” Ads viii. 37. and whew Peter made thar glorious 
oe eſNon, YN We believe and are ſure, that thou art Chriſt, the Son of the 
ng God,” John vi. 63. Did they only ſay,” We belicve that Jeſus Chriſt 
| | is 
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of Chriſt's being eternally begotten of the F ather, but 


only of what the Father did when he raiſed him up from o 
the dead: tor to the Apoſtle brings it in, Ads xiii. 32,34, : 
« We declare unto you glad tidirigs, how that the pro- Kb: 
miſe which was made unto the Fathers; God hath ful. ſc 
filled the ſame unto us their children, in that he hath ai 
raiſed up Jeſus again: as it is alſo.written in the ſecond hi 
Pſalm, Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.” th 
' For anſwer to this, 1. How many Cauſes and re 
Grounds ſhall we have of Chriſt's Sonſhip?- We | have O1 
had two already; here's a third; we ſhall have by and by 
| | Wax renee /) # | Sara or y th 
3 a fourth and a fifth, and I know not how many more,— - of 
| where ſhall we ſtop? Chriſt's Sonſhip is but one (1 ws 
VB mean as he is the Son of God ), .and thetefore admits 0 
| ' not of the multiplication. of Caules: In all relations he 
there is ſome lingle a&t which is the foundation of them, {9 
- upon which 1n their relative notion they are cortpleat; ar 
and why ſhould it not be ſo here, in the relation betwixt G 
God and Chriſt? Our opponents tell us, that Chriſt fo 
upon his miraculous Conception, was the Son of God. aft 
I then alk, was he ſo, truly, fully, perfectly, compleatly! is 
If ſo (which they by their principles cannot deny), then gu 
what need is there of any thing further; or how. doth - wt 
the nature. of the thing\admit of any thing further! For Ge 
he that is a Son already perfe&t and compleat, cannot by ta 
any addition or new emergency, be made more a 50n; Bu 
becauſe-the eſſence of things, whether ablolute or rela- db 
tive, cannot be intended or remitted. We are enquir- bu 
F Ks tr an | - Ing the 
is Jeſus Chriſt ?, And yet fo it maſt be, if by Jeſus Chriſt, and Son of God, they ver 
meant the ſame thing ; but if, by Son of God, be meant God the Son, then the d | per 
ſenſe of their confeſſions is very full and glorious : We believe that he who-1s Fo 
- our Saviour by office, is God's own Son by nature ; and that, * As the Father - : 
hath Jife in himſelf, he hath-alſo given to the Son -to have life 1n himlſeP;, the 
John v, 26. And if this' be meant by the Son of God, no . wonder that fo much | the 
{ireſs is laid upon it, in. Scripture. © He that hath not the Son of God, . batlt 
b nat life. Whoſvever confeſſeth that Chriſt is-the Soti of Ged, God dwelleth gs pr 
him, and he in God. And; we know that the Son of God 1s come, and we ars er 
* — in him-that is true, even in his Son Jeſus Chriſt. This is the true God, an "I 
eternal life,” x Joha v. 12. Tt John iv. 15: 1 John v. 20. The Son of God 1s hy 
the truce God ; and our <ternal life depends upon knowing and, believing. in him, 2 
as ſuch. ' * Theſe things are written, that ye might believe that Jeius 1 Me Was 


Chriſt, the Son of God ; and that belicying, ye might have life through 1s 
name,” John xx. 31. | 0. +.) 


-- 
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tg what is it which makes Chriſt the Son'of God? We 


ground it, as we ſhould and muſt, upon one thing; 


namely, upon the Father's begetting of Chriſt from all 
eternity, and communicating his own Nature and F1- 
ſence to him: they who oppole, lay it upon ſeveral things, 


as you have already heard in part and will yet further 


hear in what follows. Now, we ſay, this cannot be; for 
there can be but ope foundation of one and the ſame 
relation, therefore they muſt pitch upon ſome ſuch 
one foundation and wave all the reſt. I know what 
they ſay; Chriſt, upon his Conception, &c. was the Son 


. of God, in a way of Inchoation; but upon his Reſurrec- 
| tion and Exaltation he was the Son of God in ® way of 
- Conſurnmation: 1 reply, (r-) Then the texts urged 


before, are. out of doors, and ſignifie little or nothing ; 
for they only prove that Chriſt, upon his Conception, 
and SanCtification and Nliſhon, began to be a Son of 
God; but he was not fo indeed, fully, and properly : 
for there muſt be'yet ſomething more which mult follow 
after to compleat and conſummate his Sonſhip. (2.) 'This 
is a very {trange and moſt ungrounded diſtinCtoin, it ar- 


guing a growth and progreſs in Chriſt's Sonſhip, for” 
- which there is not the leaſt warrant from the. Word of 


God: We read of Chriſt's © increaſing in wiſdom and 
ſtature, and in favour with God and Man,” Luke ii. 52. 
But we never read of his increaſing. in his Sonſhip; that 


admitted of ſeveral manifeſtative' evidences, as to us, 


but not of ſeveral perfe&ive degrees, as to itſelf. Even 


b the ſonſhip of believers at the firſt moment of their con- 


verſion is entire and full; they may grow and be more 
perteQt in their gifts, graces, comforts; but as to their 
covenant-ſtate and relation to God, that's compleat at 
the firſt, and admits of no further addition. And ſhall 
the Sonſhip of the bleſſed Son of God be a partial, im- 
peried, progreſſive thing? neither the glory of the 
erſon, nor the nature of the relation itſelf, will bear 

Iuch a thing. W022, | 
2. Secondly, nothing more evident than that Chriſt 
was the Son of God before his Reſurce&ion : Matth. 
| ns TT 


, . 
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lit. .17. © Lo! a voice from heaven, ſaying, This is my 
beloved Son in whom 1 am well pleaſed.” Was no: 
this witneſs given of Chriſt before his RefurreRtion ? 


Rom. viii. 32. © He that ſpared not his own Son, but 
gave him up for us all, how ſhall he not with him alſo 


freely give us all things? . Chrilt here is called God's 


Own Son, which muſt be underſtood of him before his 
ReſurreCtion ;. for the Father's not ſparing of him, was 
antecedent to that, and yet then he was his Own Son, 
otherwiſe how could it be laid that © God ſpared not his 
own Son?” Matth. xvi. 16. *<* "Thou art Chriſt, the 
| Son of the living God:?” Was not this confeſſion made by 
Peter before Chriſt's Reſurrection? - I might go much 
_ higher in the. dating of Chrilt's Sonſhip than meerly 


before his Reſurrection; but that is high enough to 


ſhow the falſity of what is aſſerted by the adverſary. 


WD 3. Weay,_ Chriſt was declared and manifeſted, but 
not made or conſtituted, the Son of God, by his Refur- 


reCtion. . 50 the Apoſtle hunſelf ſtates it, Rom. i. 4. 
«« Declared to be the Son of God with: power, according 
to. the Spirit of Holineſs, by the ReſurreCtion from the 
dead.” "That the word in the original is truly rendered 
by [declared], is ſuthciently proved by many. *Tis one 
thing to be made God's Son, another thing to be de- 


-.._ clared;/God's Son: the firſt, Chriſt had from his eternal 
Generation; 'twas only the ſecond that he had from his | 


 Reſurreftion. You read, Verl. 19. of this Chapter, 
of the «© Manifeſtation of the.lons of God.”? Behevers 


are not made the ſons of God, when they enter upon the - 
glorified eſtate; but they are then manifeſted both to be, 


the ſons of God, as alſo what their glory is upon their 
being ſo. 1 John iii. 2. © Now are we the ſons of God: 
and it doth not yet appear what we ſhall be; but we 


know, that when he ſhall appear, we ſhall-be like him.” 


Mark it, the relation-itſelf is preſent, [ Now we are the 
ſons of God, but the dignity and glory which 18 to fol- 
low upon this relation, that doth not yet appear, but 
hereafter it ſhalk- So here, Chriſt was the Son of God, 
long before his Reſurrection; but the manifcltation there- 


- 


of 
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of was when God raiſed him from the dead: till then his 
Sonſhip and glory had been very much vaiPd and hid, 
but then it broke forth like the fun, after it hath been 
ſhut up under a dark.and thick cloud: then God owned 
him as his Own Son before all the world, and made it 
to appear who and what he was. And this is that which . 
' the Apoſtle aimed at in the place cited: his onely defign 
there being to prove that God had given the world tuf- 
ficient evidence that Chriſt was his very Son ; and, 
amongſt other —_— of it, he inſtances in the mira- 
culous raiſing a& him out of the grave. 5So that the 
Begetting in Pſa. 11. and in Acts x1. are of a quite 
different nature, the one being proper, as relating to-the 
thing itſelf ; the other improper, as relating only to the 
declaration or manifeſtation of the thing : ' We argue 
from the proper and primary ſenſe of the words, [Thou 
art my Son, &c.]: 'The adverſe party, from their impro- 
per and ſecondary lence, as the Apoſtle makes ule of 
them in that place. _ In -the >Scripture dialeQ, ſeveral 
things are faid to be done, when they are declared and 
manifeſted to be done: ſo Paul brings in Chriſt as 
Berotten at the day of his Refurre@ion,. becauſe it 
was then declared that he was the eternally begotten 
Don of God. ©, © oe 
4. *Tis ſaid, Chriſt is God's Son, and fo-ealled, be- 
cauſe of the preheminence and dignity of his Perſon, :6r 
becauſe of his great advancement and exaltation tothe _ 
Offices of King and Prieſt. 'Heb. i. 4, 5. © Being made 
lo much better than the Angels, as he hath by mherit- 
| ance odtained a more excellent name than they* For 
unto which of the Angels ſaid he at any time, Thou art 
my Son, this day have I begotten thee ? And again, I 
will be to him a Father, and he ſhall be to me a Son. 
Heb. v. 5. Chriſt glorified not himſelf, to be made an 
High Prieſt: but he that ſaid unto him, Thou art my 
Sn, to-day have I begotten thee.” Here you fee 
Chriſt's Sonſhip comes in upon his. Exaltation, with 

reipe& to his Perſon and Office. i ED Oe 
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I anſwer, This proves as little as that which wens 
before ; for here alſo, | WR fp 
= L. *Tis clear that Chriſt was the Son of God, before 
| he was thus exalted. 
= 2. His Exaltation was not the ground, but the refult 
= and conſequent of his Sonſhip. He was not: a Son 
= becauſe he was exalted, but he was exalted becauſe he 
x was. a gon. Firſt, the Apoſtle deſcribes him in what 

relates to the formality and Efſence of his Sonſhip, 
Heb. i. 3. © Wha being the brightneſs of his glory, and 
the expreſs image of his Perſon:”? and then he ſets down 
the honour which the Father put upon him; not to be a 
von, for that he was already; but becauſe he was a Son; 
for that's the ground of the more excellent Name given 
to him; and ſo the words in Verſ, 4, 5. come in. 

3- *Tis ſtrange that this day of Chriſt's begetting 
ſhould be ſo multiplied. "There's the day. of his Nativity; 
and then it was, + 'To-day have I begotten thee.” 
There's the day of his RefurreQion; and then'too it was, 
«« 'To-day have, &c.”* There's the day of his Exaltation; 
and then again it was, * To-day have, &c.” Had this 
text been cited forty times. in forty ſeveral. caſes, we 
mult have had ſo many ſeveral Grounds and Cauſes of 
ChrijiBgSonſhip, | 

Butagtly then (ſome may fay) is this place ſo often 
rategin the New Teſtament? © | 
.vy "Eznawer, Not only becaule *tis apply*d to the ſeveral 
 *Fclarations of Chriſt's Sonſhip, but alſo to thew that 
all whazh the Father did to and for Chriſt, was all to be 
reſolvd into his eternal Sonſhip, as the ground thereot : 
He was raiſed again, becauſe he was the Son of God; 
Exalted to great honour and dignity, becauſe he was the 
Don of God; intruſted to be Mediator, becauſe he was 
the Son of God; all was grounded upon this his relation. 
And therefore whenever ſuch great things are brought 
in concerning Chriſt, this text is mentioned, as pointing 
_ to that Sonſhip which was the ground of them; but not 
to alert that they were the ground of jt. -- n 
Bbq x 4 Though ad Pc 
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{1 .® Though the glory which the Father hath 
conferr'd upon Chriſt, as King, Prophet, and Prieſt, be 
very great, yet 1t will not reach that which 1s wrapp'd. 
up in his being the Proper and Only-begotten Son of God. 
Sonſhip and Office are different things, and the higheſt 
Office can never come up to what 1s in Sonſhip by 
eternal Generation. . es | : 
5. Fifthly, *tis ſaid, that Chriſt is the Son of God, in 
reſpe& of that ſpecial love and afte&tion which the Father 
| bears to him. Matth. iii. 17. © Lo! a voice from 
heaven, ſaying, This is my beloved Son, in whom I am _ 
well pleaſed.” And whereas Chrilt is called the Only- 
begotten Son of God, they with whom I have to do, 
fay there's no more in it than only this, that Chriſt is the 
moſt Beloved of God. As LVaac is ſtiled Abrahanys 
Only ſon, Gen. xxii. 2. his only-begotten ſon, Heb. xi.17. 
Now, how is this to be taken? Had not Abraham an 
Ihmael, as well as an Iſaac ? How is Ifaac then called 
his only-begotten ſon? Why, only as he had a greater 
ſhare in- his father's love than Iſhmael had. For the 
ſame reaſon Solomon calls himſelf < an only ſon,” Prov. 
iv. 3. therefore the Septuagint render the word there 
uſed, by « the Beldved;” and fo our Tranflators fill it 
up, © And Only-beloved in the ſight of my Mother.” 
' 90, ſay they, ?tis here as to Chriſt's being the only 
begotten Son of God ; God hath a ſpecial love for him, 
and that's all. Nees ee Fe "0 Ns 
 Answ. But we muſt not fuffer this great Title of our - 
Lord Jeſus to be thus wreſted out of our hands : With- 
out all queſtion God hath tranſcendent, ſuperlative love. 
lor Chriſt ; * His dear Son,” he is called, Col. i. x3. 
put yet we ſay, . - 1 Eee bout 
I. As before, This Love is not the Cauſe of his 
»onſhip, but his Sonſhip the Cauſe of it:. He is not a 
don becauſe belov'd, but he 1s belov'd becauſe a Son; 
werefore it cannot be the Cauſe which is but the EffeR. 


os] 
* © Chriſt not the Son of Ged becauſe of his Kingly Dominion,” Vide Jicos. 


Portum contra OsToRoD. Def. Fid. Orthod. c. 37. Þ. 512. ad 518, © Net 
becauſe of his Preheminenges?? &c. Erirn. adv. Here, p. 740. 
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2, If this was the proper foundation of Chriſt's Sonſhip, 3 


then there would be only a gradual difference betwixt his 


Son{hip and the ſonſhip of believers. For they being 


belov'd of the Father as well as he, and even as he is, 


(for the Nature and Quality of the Love, though not for 
the Degree of it, John xvii. 23, &c.—* And haſt loved 


them as thou haſt loved me,”) I ſay, it being fo, if the 
Love of the Father to Chriſt was the proper ground of 
his Sonſhip, it would then follow, that they are ſons juſt 


ns Chriſt is, only in a lower degree. But ſurely the 
Scripture holds forth more than a gradual difference 
betwixt his Sonſhip and theirs : that © more excellent 
_ Name,” which the Apoſtle ſpeaks of, Heb. i. 4. carries 


more in it than barely an higher degree of Sonſhip ; it 


points even to a different kind and order thereof. 


3. As to the inſtances alledged for that-uſe and figni- 
fication of the word, which might undermine that which 
we put upon it, 'tis anſwered, That Ifaac is called the 


_ « Only ſon,” and the © Only-begotten” of Abraham, not 
only becauſe, of all the ſons, he had” his greateſt love, _ 


but there were: other grounds and reaſons of it: He was 
the only lon by Sarah, the only ſon by promiſe, and the 
ony heir of the promiſe; upon which accounts, as well 


as upon the higheſt proportion of his father's love to i 
bim; he is ſtiled the < Only-begotten ſon.”*? The ſame, ' 


under different cireumſtances, may be ſaid concerning 
Solomon. But ſuppoſe that this was the only thing held 


| _ forth in the unigeniture of theſe perſons, will it follow 
- that therefore *tis- all in the unigeniture of Chriſt too, 
' when there is ſo great a diſparity *twixt Perſon and 


perſon, Sonſhip and ſonſhip, as hath been already, and 
might yet further be demonſtrated, if it was needful * 


4.. There is in Scripture another Title given to.Chrilt, | 


to which the Father*s greater love towards him than to- 


wards others doth more properly belong; namely, his 
being the Firſt-born, or the Firſt-begotten. Heb. 1. 6: 
« —When he bringeth in the firſt-begotten into the. 
world, &c.” Col. i. 5. « The image of the inviſible 


God, the Firſt-boyn of every creature.” And elſewhere, 
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upon ſome ſpecial and particular conſiderations, with re- 
ſpect to his ReſurreQtion, he is. called © The Firit-born 
from the dead.” Col. i. 18. * The Firlt-begotten from 
the dead,” Rev. i. 5. But as the title in that refjerence 


is applied to Chriſt, I am not now to meddle with it. 
What doth his being the Firit-born or Firſt-begotten 


hold forth? 


Axsw. Some expound it of his eternal Generation by 
the Father: ſome, of the preheminence and dignity of 
his Perſon, as alſo of the immunities and priviledges 
which belong to him above” others. As the Firit-borg 
under the law had an exellency put upon him from his 
Primogeniture, to him the dominion and authority over 
the family did belong, Gen. xxvii. 29. and. xlix. 8. as. 
alſo the double portion in the. inheritance, Deut. xx. 15, 
16, 17. and he was the moſt beloved. In reference to 
which the people” of Ifrael are ſtiled God's firſt-born, 
Exod. iv. 22. * Lrael is my ſon, even my firſt-born;”? 
becauſe of that great glory which God put upon- that 


- people, and that ſingular affection which he bore to. 


them. In all theſe reſpects Chriſt is God's Firſt-born; if 
you underſtand it of his eternal Generation, io *tis incom- 
municable to any other, ſo he is Firſt-begotten and 
Only-begotten too; but if you underſtand it of the excel- - 
lency of his Perſon and of the other particulars mention- 
ed, ſo, in ſuch a degree, *tis communicable to others. 

For Ifrael you ſee in a ſubordinate and alluſive ſenſe 


was ftiled God's firſt born; and all believers too may be 


lo ſtiled in reſpect of the dignity of their perſons and of 
God's ſpecial love towards them. As Chriſt is the 
Only-begotten of the Father, that's excluſive to all, as 


he is the Firſt-begotten. of the Father, that ſignifies prela- : 


tion, but, not exclufton. Saints are excellent, though 


_ not ſo excellent as Chriſt; beloved, though not ſo beloved 


as Chriſt; heirs, though nat ſuch heirs as Chrilt. And 

therefore had Chriſt beerftca ted only the Firſt-born, 
and that too in its ſecobnditpory,'and ſignificancy, 
lomething then might have-been inferrad-from it for the 


pulling of that Sonſhip which we plead for, as only 
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belonging to him: but beſides this, he is alſo called ihe 
Only-begotten ; wherefore he mult be alone in this rela. 
tion. And though the ſaints do in a lower degree ſhare 
with him in the Father's love, as he is the Fitſt-born, 
yet they do not at all ſhare with him in the glory of his 

eternal Generation, as he is the Only-begotten, - 


- 6, Sixthly we are told that Chriſt-is the Son of God 


| In reſpe& of Adoption : that' he is not the Natural or 
Effential, only the Adopted Son of God. '" © 


This our Oppoſers are not afraid not aſhamed to 


| aſſert. O how low will they bring the Sonſhip of our 
bleſſed Lord and Saviour! they'll make him any thing 
rather than grant what indeed he is. But for anſwer: 


_ "This is no novel opinion, or that which was never _ 
. broached in the Church before: *twas the old herehe of 


thoſe two Spaniſh 'Biſhops, Felix and Elipandus, con- 
demned'in. a Council: held at Frankford, very near a 
thouſand years ago: Both. Fathers and Schoolmen (all 
but Durandus) argue much againſt it. ht 
Take, in brief, theſe Four Arguments againſt it. 
I. In all the Scriptares Chriſt is never tiled the 


| Adopted Son. of God : Nay, there's nothing there to be 
| found in the leaſt to countenance the attributing of ſuch 


_ a Sonſhip to him; 'tis a meer forgery of man, to evade 
and put off what the Word expreſly afſerts. We read 
much of God's adopting of ſaints, but nothing at all of 

his adopting of Chriſt. p FE 


_ 2. 'Then Chriſt and believers would have the ſame. 


ſonſhip, they being ſons by adoption as well as he, and 


he having no higher foundation for his Sonſhip than they. 


 3-- Chriſt is the true and proper Son of: God; but 
ſhould he be his Son by Adoption, he would then ceaſe 
to be his True and Proper Son: for he that is adopted, 5 
only a fon in an improper and alluſive notion, and but 
in the eſteem and repute of him who doth adopt 
Socinus himſelf ſo deſcribes ſuch an one: * An adopted 
ſon is one who is accounted a ſon, but in truth and 


reality he is not ſo.” Then, according to his own. 


explication of it, if Chriſt be an-adopted Son, he 1s n0 
| | 3 a True 
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True and Proper Son, but only ſo as the Father doth 


fo repute him. And is not Chriſt now greatly beholden 


to theſe perſons? Is he not highly advanced by them ? 
Do they not {ſhew great reſpect, and give great honour 


to him (according to what they pretend); in making of . 


him only a putative Son? Adoption. indeed is not fo 
much too high! for us but ?tis as much too low for Chrilt.- 
4: If begotten, then not adopted ; for thele two are 


incompatible &r inconſiſtent: the - ſame ſon cannot be 


begotten and adopted too ; therefore adoption. comes m 


to ſupply the want- of Generation: Chriſt muſt be the 
one or the other; and if he be the one; he cannot be the + 
other: if begotten; then not adopted; and it adopted, then. 


not begotten. 'Tis true, in the ſonſhip of believers, 


there is both; they are ſons by regeneration and-adop- 


tion too : -but the reafon of that is; becauſe they are ſons 


but in an improper and metaphorical reſpe&t; I mean 
in contradiſtinction to Qhriit, who 1s the very True and _ 


Natural Son of God: 


7.. Once more; They ſay; Chriſt is God's Own Son; 


becauſe of his reſemblance and likeneſs to him; 


This comes exceeding ſhort; for 'tis not likeneſs but 


* bneneſs; not reſemblance but equality; upbn which Chriſt _ 


is called God's Son: he himſeff draws it yp” to that, 
as you have already heard: No likeneſs here will 
ſuffice but Eſſential likeneſs; anſwerable to that; Gen- 


V. 3. * Adam hved an hundred and thirty years, and 


begat a ſon in his own likeneſs; after his ' image.” 


Amongſt us you know likeneſs is not the foundation 


of ſonſhip; the ſon'is & ſon not Becauſe he is like. his 
father, but becauſe he is begotten by his father: and ſo 
'ts with reſpe&t to Chriſt: There may be reſemblance 
where yet there is no filial relation: in the glorified ſtate 


we ſhall be like the angels; ,yet I never read of any Pa- 


ternal and filial zelation 'twixt them and us: In time I 


tear, according to the old herelie,of ſome, it will come to 


Chriſt's being the Son-of Man too but in likeneſs: He 


is the Son of Man as he hath the very Nature and 
Eſſence of man, and why 18 he not the Son of Lad alfo as 


he hath the very-Nature and Eſſence of God? + 
[os F | Th:24 
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Thus I have both laid down the truth and alſo mad« 
it good again{t Oppolers. And now the falſe Grounds 
and Notions of Chrilt's Sonſhip being removed, the true 
Ground and Notion of it is the more evident, viz. That 


| he is God's own Son as he-partakes of his Eſſence and 


was from everlaſting begotten by him. He that would 
read full and large Diſcourſes upon this great SubjeR, let 
him peruſe the Writings of thoſe * Worthy Inſtruments 
whom God hath raiſed up and: enabled to aſſert and 
deiend it. If any think I have been too ldng, or have 
unneceſlarily troubled myſelf and the Reader about it, 
I muit, for ſeveral reaſons, crave leave to differ from 


them. We cannot ſay too much, or too often go over 


thoſe things, in which the Honour of God's Ow n Son, 
our Lord and Maſter, and the good of ſouls are fo 
highly concerned... Give the Socinians their due ('tis 
but a ſad commendation) all along they make their 


'thruits at the very heart of Religion, they fight againſt 


neither great or {mall but only againſt the great King 


of all the World, the very Son of God; whom. they 


{ſtrike at in his Deity, eternal Sonſhip, Incarnation, 


SatisfaQtion, in what not? Surely we cannot too much 


endeavour to antidote men againſt their deſperate foul- 


deſtroying venom and poyſon, eſpecially in times wherein 
men ſeem more than ordinarily to incline to cloſe with 
| their peſtilent Opinions; . upon which Conſiderations I | 
_. would encourage myſelf to hope, that ſuch who are 
_ frignds to Chriſt and fouls will put a candid interpreta- 


tion upon what hath been done. Yet as to the Learned, 
if any ſuch ſhall caſt their eye upon theſe Papers, I beg 
their pardon for the repeating of thngs lo well known 
and common to them, and which they have elſewhere 
with great advantage. I have only this to ſay tor wy 

If. 


* Biſterf. contra Crell, Lib. r. SeR. 2. cap. 3r. Smiglet. ds Vero & natu- 


% 


rai Dei Filio contra Smalciurnh. Jacob. ad Vartum adv. Oftorad. Def. Fid. 


Orthod. cap. 9. Arnold. Catech. Racov. Maj. cap. x, de Perſon. Idem againlt, 


Biddle, cap. 7. Calov. Sacin; Proflis. De Filio Dei Controv. 4. Hoorneb. Socin. 
confar. rom, 2. cap. 1. de Chrifto, Dr. Owen againit Bidule, ch. 7. Eitwick 
ao int Biddle, p. 110, &c. and 3735. Cheynal 'Trin-ymty, P. 199, Pp Aung 
Theol. ZlenCica. Þ. 149. ad 187, ION ET 
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ſelf, my eye hath been upon private Chriſtians, to make 
things plain to them, and to ſet that before them here, 
which, as written in other Languages, they could not 
reach. | | 

G9 much for theſe: But, though I have been too 
prolix already, I have not yet done. | There are ſome 
others, of a different party and denomination, who do, 
in part, concur and ſymbolize with the forenamed Dil- 
ſenters. For though they hold that Chriſt 1n a more 
ſpecial, manner is the Son of God by eternal Generation, 
yet they alſo hold that he is the Son of God too In 
reſpe&t of his Conception, Office, ReſurreQtion, and 


Exaltation, Arminius hrmſelf Piches upon the firlt, 


as the only ground of the Sonſhip of Chriſt, but his 


{ucceſſors take in the latter alſo: ſo the Remonſtrants, 
ſo Epiſcopius, a perſon of great eminence #. Thele tell 
; w | , us 


* F,prscoP1Us rendered himſelf emingnt by employing the eminent talents 
which God gave him, in the propazation and ſupport of Error, He was "taught 
ynder Arminius, and became his Succeflor in the Divini:y Chair at Leyden. 
He made a fignal appearance, ta tupport of Arminian Principles, before the 
f1mous Synod of Dort, 1618, Where, notwithſtanding of 1:s eloquence. and 
lubtilty, thefe Principles were judicially condemned, and Epiſcopius and his 
brethren were depoſed, &c. Enraged at this, he exertcd all his rants to 
unite the Socinizns-and Arminians into one Body, that with this colleged force, 
he might cruth the Calvinilts. With this view he wrote bis 'Theological Infti- 
- tmtions, to which Dr. Jacoxu kere refers: and on that part where he treats of 
Chritt's Sonſhip, Dr. Owen makes the following remarks. 

+ 'Their good friend Epiſcopius hath ordered all their Cauſes of Chriſt's Son- 
ſhip uader tour Heads. 1, 'The way (ſaith he) whereby Chrilt is in the Scrip- 
ture, by way of eminence, call-d the Son'of God, is in that, as Man, he was 
conceived of the Tioly Gholt, and bory of a Virgin. 2, Jeſus Chriſt, by reaſon ' 
of that Duty or Office impoſed on him by his Father, that he {houle be the 
king of Urael, promiled by the Prophets, is called the Sor of God. 3. Becauſe 
he was raiſed up by the Father to an immortal lite, aud as it were born again 
t:m)1 the womb of the earth, without the help of any mather. 4. Becauſc— 
Ie is made ONT Heir of his Father's houſe, aud Lord of all his keavenly 
voods, faints anc anyels.” 

_ But yer, after all this, he Kketh another queſtion : © Whether al! this being 
pranted, there doth not yet yemain a more emincnt and peculiar reaſon, why 
Chriſt 13 called the Son of God ? (He anſwers him{clf, ) There is, n2mtly, Big 
Eternal Generation of the Father : his buing God of Ged from all etermity. 4 
& ys this preat reconciler of the Arminian 
tnffitnt, 'Theol. th. 4. Cap. 33, Rc. | | 

Et 1 detire to alk this learned gentleman, or thoſe of lis miiudt who do ſur. 
vive lim, thus one queltion : Sceing that (Jeſus Chit was from eternity the Son 
ot God, and 1s called fotafier his Incarnation ; and was, on that 20094, in his 
Whule Peron, the S021 ot God, by thier own com Nivni What ule he ur they, 
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us that God is. the Proper Father of Chriſt, and he the 
Proper Son of God: But how ? Why not only as he 


| wag 


can find in the Scripture, of a manifold Sonſhip of Jeſus Chriſt, m reſpe& of 


God his Father 3. or whether it be not a diminution of his glory, to be called the. 


Son of Ged on any lower account? &c. That fancy of Epiſcopius, and the 
reſt of the Soctnianizing Arminians, That Chriſt is called the San of God, both 
on account of his eternal Sonſhip, and allo of thoſe other particulars mentioned, 
may be eaſily overturned.—PFor if Chtilt be the'Son of God, partly upon account 
of his Eternal Generation, (and fo he is God's Proper and Natural Son) and. 
PE upon the other accounts mentioned. Then, 
© 1. He is partly Gcd's Natural Son, and partty his Adopted Son ; partly his 
Frernal Son, partly a 'Temporaty Son.; partly a Begotten Son, partly a Made 
- Son: of which AiftinRtion, in reference to Ghrilt, there. 1s not one 1ota in the 

whole book of God. 

_ 2. According to theſe men he is Made the Son of God by that which Manifelts 
Him to be the Son of God. —The Scripture never, conjoins theſe Cauſes of Chrilt's 
Scnſhip, as Cauſes in, and of the ſame kind; but expreſsly makes the One the 


ſole cauſe Confſtituting, and the reſt, Cauſes Manifeſting only, And if Chriſt be. 


the Son of- Man Only, becauſe he was conceived of the ſubſtance of his mother, 
be 4 is the Son of God Only _ the account of his being begotten of the Sub. 
{hnce of his Father,'&c.” = 
ys By. the attempt Toif=ghd thus made to reconcile the Socinians and, Armini. 
. ans into ohe, the cripture Doctrine ab6ut_ Chriſt's Proper and Eternal Sonſhip, 
was oppoſed in a more dangerous way than even by Socinus himſelf. For as 
Fpiſcopius and his friends did profeſs {till to adhere to the preeious truth of: 
Chriſt's Sonſhip by Eternal Generation ; their attempt to. eſtabliſh a ſecondary. 
and inferior Souſhip, was looked upon by the unwary as at leaſt an harmlets 
opinion : This "gave occaſion to the detenders of the orthodox Faith, when, 
ſpeaking of Chrilt's Godhead and Sonſhip, to take particular notice of the afſer- 
tions and objefons of theſe Socinianizers. 


The mere' moderate a anon the Arminians, gaye up with ſome of Epiſcoptus! 


Principles; - and in their de ences of 2 ſecondary, inferior Sonthip, moſtly con- 
fined themſelves to the three following Points. I. The. Mediatory Office. 


2. The title Firſt-born, and his being g conſtituted Heir of all. 3. Theſe Scriptures, 
WW where Chriſt's inferiority to the Father is (poken of or implied X. 

Firſt, They faid, * Chriſt 'was called the Son, of God in reſpe& of his Office 
a5 Mediator ; - and a3, by the Mediatory othice, 'He is 11ferior to the Father, 
therefore he mult alſo be his Son in an inferiox ſenſe. '” The general Principles 
vron which* the Orthodox proceeded, in their anſivers to this, were tneſe,and, 
the like”: They readily granted, "That He who is'Mediator, is the Son of God; 
but they poſitively refuſed, that He is the Son of God, becauſe Mediator,. as af- 
his Office was the ground of Sonſhip. "They held, That Son{hip and. Office are. 
very different and diltin&'things : hence the Scrif ure carefully diltinguitheth 
between the chrraQer of 2 Sery ant and" that of a Son, "Heb. ii. 5, 6. Chrilt is 
not a Son becauſe He was a Serv ant, but He was tit to be sUcH a Servant as He 
was, becauie He was $ccn a Son. From this lis Eternal and Eſſential Sonſhip 
tiows ; the greatnels of the Father” s love, in that 'He delivercd up ſuch a Son to. 
tie denth for ſinners, wee viti. 32: The Great Myltery of His Obedience allo, 
fiows trom this, Heb. v. 8. ' On this allo depends the efficacy of His Obedience : 
Fer why 1s 1t that His Blood cleanſeth trom all fin ? *”Tis not only becauſe 'tis, 
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was eternally begotten by him, but alſo as he was mira- 
culoully conceived by the Virgin Mary, that agreeing 
CUI with —_ 


the Blood of Jasvs CurisT, the Anointed Saviour, and fo ſuitable ; but alſo be- 
cauſe 1T is the Blood of Gop's Sox, and fo ſufficient. Again, IF the Choice and 
Appcintment of Chriſt ro be Mediator, did conſtitute Him alſo a. Son, "upon a 
New Ground quite different from Eternal Generation : who in this caſe was His 
Father? For the appointment of Him to be Mediator, was the joint work of 
all the Three Perſoiis; and in the charaer of Mediator He is equals related to 
the Divine Spirit as to the Father. For tho” it belonged to the Father (accord- 
ing to the agreed-upon order among theſe glorious Perſons about the Work of 
Man's Salvation) to. inflit the puniſhment, and to looſe the pains of death and 
exalt the Surety : Yet the Eternal Son, in doing this, was glorifying Himſelf, 
ſatisfying his own Juſtice, and magnifying his ows Law, and laying a perpetual 
ground for a Reconciliation between Himſelf and ſinners, | as really as between 
theſe and the Other Perſons of the Godhead. If Chriſt is allowed to be a Medi- 
ator at all, it muſt be allowed that He is the Mediator between the 'Three-One- 
God and fallen man. IF therefore Kis appointment to'be Mediator be the 
foundation of Sonſhip, His Relation as a Son, in this reſpe&4, muſt be equally 
extenſive with his Relation as Mediator: in other words He- is, in reſpe& 
of this ſuppoſed Mediatory Sonſhip, as really the Son' of Himſelf and of the 
Spirit, as of the Father, the firſt Perſon, which every one may fee to be abſurd. 
And what ſhall we fix upon as the one Proper ground of this Official Sonſhup ? 
It will not be ſaid, that the ground of it is the Office itſelf; for mere Office will 
never be a ground of Sonſhip in any proper ſenſe : elſe the Holy Spirit would alſo 
be a Son, in virtue of his official work, in glorifying Chriſt,-by taking the things 
which are His, and jhewing theſe unto ſinners, John xvi. 14. Nor will it be ſaid, 
that 'tis the Divine Nature or Godhead, which is the ground. of this Sonfhip. 
Where then ſhall we feek for the true ground of this ? Why, perhaps, in His Me- 
diatory Perſon, as conſtituted of the two Natures, the Divine and the Human : 
but to make Him the Son of God on this ground, would make him the Son of 
God in reſpe& of both Natures ; for He is Mediator tn refpect of both. What then 
becomes of the important diſtintion between theſe appelations Son of God, and 
von of Man ? And what alſo becomes of the real diſtin&tion between theſe Rela- | 
tions in which he ſtands to the Father, © His Father, and his God ?” They are 
' Not ſurely the fame, elſe why are they carefully diſtinguiſhed, as in John xx. 17. 
\ Eph.1. 3:7 The Father is not Chriſt's Father and His: God in the ſame reſpe&, 
or upon the ſame'ground. He is His Father in reſpe& of the Divine Nature, and 
45 God in reſpect of the Human. | Ke 1 
Ina word, it hath been often obſerved, that the Opinion which makes the 
fame plorious Perſon to be the Son of God in. a twofold reſpe&, inevitably de- 
Itroys the Oneneſs and Immutability of His Perſon. "The common iolution the 
friends of that have given to this objection, has been by having recourſe to com- - 
fartlons from ce}ations among men, as' that one may be a ſon to his own proper: 
Father > and alſo fon in law to his wife's father ; and yet continue the ſame 
<rion. True, the-ſon is one, but are the fathers one too? But what ſignify all 
theſe compariſons from creature-relation, unleſs they can find an inſtance of the 
Or Son bearing a twofold Sounſhip on grounds utterly diſtin tothe 8am One 
Fri Such compariſons are but idle pratting, and ſomething worte, about 
'S40ane our Fanh mult. believe, but which our Reafon can never, never 
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to none but only to him. And therefore in this port, 
upon their blending of theſe things together, they are 


judged by ſome to Socinianize. Now 


- A Second ground on which many have endeavonred to þuild their DoRtine 
about a Secondary, inferior Sonſhip, - is the title Firſt-born, which is frequently 
given to Chriſt in Scripture, and his being made Heir of All. They apprehendeg 
that the Name Firit-born unphes a relation ta others in refpe& of Sonſhip; but 
as there can be no ſimularity, either in kind or degree, between the Sonſhip of 
Believers by Grace, and the Sonihip of Chrift by Erernal Generation ; therefore 


they-conclude, that the Sonſhip implied in the Name Firſt-born, muſt be a Son. | 


ſhip upon a ground entirely ditterent from Eternal Generation, &c. A ſtrange 
concluiion ! If this be true, namely, "That the title Firſt-born, as given to Chrilt, 
is deſigned to point Him out as the Son of God by office ; then, doubtleſs, all the 
Glorious Dignity which that Title carrieth in it, as applied to Him, is found:d 
upon ard ariſerh from that Sonſhip. And thus (as an Effe& cannot riſe higher 
than irs Cauſe). all the prehemunence he hath, as the Fuſt-born, above thoſe 


whom He is not-aſhamed to call | Brethren, is merely Official. His Birth-right - 


" would thus differ from theirs in degree only, and not in kind. And if this be 


. - rxrue, then allo, ſince Chrift is called as He is, Col. i. 145. ** The Firit-born of 


every creature ;” the enemies of His Supreme Godhead may plead, as they have 
often done, 'That ir only means, ,'That He is dignified a litcle higher than any of 


them, yet {till He is One of them. But certainly when He is called, * The Futt. | 


born of every creature,” jt ſignifies his eflential and ablolute dominion over 
them, as their glorious Creator and rzghtful Sovereign. And by the ſame 
reaſoning, Kis being called, ** The Firit-bora among many brethren,” ail 
denotes His efſcatial and incomparable excellence above them. In this view 
| the renowned <hampions of the Refornied Faith have conſidered it. And to 
what the Reader hath already in the foregoing pages about this, the words df 
Dr. Owgx may be added * The Lord Chriſt is never abſolutely called the 
«« Fir{t-bepotten, or the Firſthborn, w.th reſpe& to either His-Eternal Generation, 
« or to the Conception and Nativity of His Human Nature: It is. the Dignity 
* and Privilege that attended being the Fir{t-born which are defigned in 
& this appelation, &c." + | pts b 

- Thar text where this Title is mentioned, as pointing out Chriſt's relation ts 
believers, and his preheminence above them, (Rom. viu. 29.) if duly aveighed, 
contains enough to expoſe the folly of imagining that Chrilt is called the Firit- 
born in reſpect of an inferior gifted or made Sonſhip. 'The titles Son and Fut- 


born, are both mentiened : + Whom He did foreknow, He alſo did predeitinatey | 
_ to be conformed to the Image of His Son, that He might be. the Firſt-born among 


many Bretheren.” None who allow Chriit to be the Son of-God by Eternal Ge- 
neration, will refuſe that it is as He is the Sor-of God in that reſpe&; He is here 
ſpoken of under the name Son. For what is the Image after which behevers 
are renewed, but that after which man was at firſt created, namely, 'That like- 
neſs to Him who is the Image of the inviſible God ; which likeneſs 1s begun it 
Regeneration, and will at length be perteged in Glory, when He will be ad+ 
mired in all them that believe. Now, as the tcrm Son in this Verſe nauſt refer 
to his Sonſhip by Nature, if we ſhall explain the term Firſt-born as referring to 
a Sonſhip by Office, we put this abjurd meaning upon the text, as if it had 
been ſaid, © The Eternal Father did, in His Grace and Kindneſs, betore all 
worlds, chooſe aad -erdain a company of Mankind loſt, to be brought in dae 
time, through the uſe of appointed means, to a conformity, as perfect as created 
Nature is capable of, unto the Image of His Eternal Son, who 15 the brightnels 
of xiis own Gluzy : aud this He did, that He who is thus klis Son by jr 
| T "ai 
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Now though this opinion doth come incomparably 
tort of that which abſolutely denys Chriſt's eternal 
| | | Gene-_ 


might be made or manifeſted to be His Son by Office. And tho” by this official 
Sonſhip, He is exalted in a manifold degree above theſe many Bretheren, yet by 
virtue of the ſame Sonſhip, He is placed far inferior to the Father.” There is 
no avoiding this groſs abuſe of the words, if the application of the Title Firſt. | 
born to Chriſt, be founded upon an inferior Sonſhup. | , 
The whole of that falſe reaſoning of Socinus- and Epiſcopins, with all their 
friends, proceeds upon this great miſtake : They make thele things the ground 
of Sonſhip which are only. glorious Manifeſtations thereof. _As a worthy Author 
obſerves ®. If what was ſaid to and about Chriſt, as the Firſt-born among many '} 
| bretherep, be not a ſignal diſplay of His true Godhead and effential Sonſhip, 
there is not a ſingle manifeſtation of theſe recorded in the whole Scripture. | 
If we therefore -are to.take theſe Promiſes made to Chriſt by the Father, ſuch as F 
« [ will make Him my Firſt-born, higher than the kings of the.earth.” And, | 
acain, © 1 will be to Him a Father,” &c. as Promiſes 'about makmg Him a Sony , 
the conſequence is, a Socinian, -in proving Him to be only a Mapz God, has? 
nothing further to do than tell us, That His Deity is not eſſential, neceſſary and | 
ſupreme : for why ? It 1s matter of promule, Ifa. ix. 6. * His Name {hall be 
called, The Mighty God.” 436 | 
Further, The ſame doQrine about an inferior Sonſhip, has been aſſerted from F 
His being © Made Heir of All.” But will any pretend to prove from Scripture ; ; 
or common ſenſe, That His being made an Heir was alſo the making Him to be | 
a Son? He is not a Son becaule © He is an Heir, but He is an Heir becauſe He 
« was a Son F.” 'The Father did ** diſpone unto Him a Kingdom, but did He 
« allo. diſpone unto Him a Souſhip?” He who 1s the Son of God by Nature, 
was conſtituted. a King by decree; ©* yet His Sonſhip was not a part of that 
« decree, but only the ground and foundation thereof: for unleſs He had been i 
* the Son of God by Eternal Generation, He could not have been our Mediator, | 
* nor could he have obtained a Kingdom as ſuch,” as Boſton obſerves x. 
If it be ſaid, that as a Divine Perſon, or, in ather words, as the Son of God by 
Eternal Generation ; He could receive no gift from the Father : what ſhall we 
fay about his recciving that Body or Human Nature, which He ſays the Father 
prepared for Him ? Was not the aflumption of that Nature, the a& of a Divine 
Perſon, the aR of the Second Perſon of the Trinity? Yes, © The WorD was 
* made Fleſh,” John 1. 14. How great is this Myſtery! and how wonderful 
the condeſcenſion of God's Own Son, who chearfully conſented to have His 
| eſſential, ſupreme glory, for a little while, wrapt up under a cloud of unequalled 
baſement !- But as this was the reſult of an Eternal and Joint Decree. of the 
Three-One God, it was alſo' in like manner decreed, that this fame glorious 
Perſon ſhould have the diſpenſatiog.of the treaſures of Grace, and the execution 6 
of all judgement committed to Him, Philip. ii. 8, 9. Accordingly God hath 
Gloritied His Son Jeſus, Acts iii. 1.3. The Apoſtle there is, on the matter, telling \ 
the Jews, that they would not allow Him to be God's Son, nay, they crucified 
tim as a Blaſphemer, becauſe He ſaid He was'the Son of God, making Himſelf 
wereby equal with God. But the Father had often before owned Him as his. i 
Son, and now le manifeſted this his efſential greatneſs in a moſt remarkable 
anner in exalting Him far above all heavens, &c. Grotius, that great Helper 
of the Socinians, a{ſerts, © 'That Chriſt is called the Son of God becauſe He was 
* razſed to an heavenly Kingdom. by the Father.” 'To which Owen makes this 
| reple, 
* Owxry avainſt BiDDLz, p. 177. + TuxneTT. Vel. I. p. 319. - * 
x EXPLICAT, of the CaTzcx. Vol. 1. Þ. 422. 
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Generation, provided that the abettors of it, who {ce 
to grant this'Generation do ſtate it right ; that is, thai 
OT Ag "= 
reply, Thar the Son of God, as Mediator, was exalted to a Kitigdom, and 


*. made a Prince and a Saviour, is very true : But that' by that Exaltation He 
- ** was made the Son of God, -or was fo on that accotint, is 'yet to. be proved; 


«© yea; it. is molt falſe.” And farther he adds, that to fay, * God was His 


*« 'Father becauſe He was made an Heavenly Elng, is an Helliſh figment +,” 
Plind but proud Reaſon is ever ready to aſk, How it is poſſible for the Fath-r's 
Equal to be MADE a King; or receive, what he had originally of Himſelf? The 
anſwer is ealy : The adts of giving and receiving between Divine Perſons, are nt 
'to be meaſured by the like as among creatures. And when once we are able tg 
reli, how it was potlible for Godhead to be unite to Manhood ; how the $a 
Perſon could be the Son of God and the Son of Man ; how He, who is the Lord 
of Angels, could be for a little while lower than theſe, &c. theti we will be able 
to tell bow He who was a Son by Nature, could be conſtituted-a King and Hei 


by decree. Meanwhile, of this we may be certain, that His beirlg made bath . 


' Lord and Chriſt, did not conltitute any New Son{hip, - no more than 1t. did con. 
ſtirute a New Godhead. =o 

The Third Ground mentioned, on which the ſame Docrine about an Official 
Sonſhip has been aſſerted, is theſe paſſages of Scripture where Chrilt is repre. 
ſented as inferior to the Father ; particularly that text, -John. xiv. 28, © If ye 

*« loved Me, you would rejoice becauſe I ſaid; I go unto the Father : For my 
__ «« Father is greater than 41.” Few Texts (as Calvin and Beza have both oblery- 
ed) hath been tortured ſo many ways, to ſerve the. cauſe of error, as'this, 
Arians, Adoptionarians, Socinians, and all Socinianizers, have'ſeverally, one aftc? 
another, tried to. make it {peak what they wiſhed to hear : But tione of then 
were'able to produce one argament from this or any other part of Scripture, to 
xnanifeſt that it was in refpec of His relation as a Son that Chrlit fays, ** My Fathet 
is greater than 1.” It is not the ſound bur the ſenſe of the words of the Holy 
Ghoſt, that we are to make the ground and matter of Faith. The laſt clauſe of 
the verſe, © For my Father,” &c, is manifeſtly added as a reaton why the Dilci- 
ples ought to have rejoiced at the News of Chriit's departure ; his gating by His 
Croſs to-his Crown ; and . His having the whole ignominy of the Crols wiped 
away. But if Socinians, who will 'have it to be a proof that He Is an inferior 
God ; or if theſe Socinianizers, who will have it to be a proof of an inferior 
Sonſhip, are in the right : Whar is the conſolation to be got from His departure ! 
If their explication is juſt, then we muſt ſuppoſe Chritt to have ſpoke thus: 
* You, my dear Diſciples, onght to be glad at the thoughts of my departure 
«« from you. For I am far inferior to my Father, in reſpe& not only of my 
«+ preſent humbled condition, but alſo in reſpe& of my Godhead and Sonſhip.” 
Poor-confolation ! But all the inferiority of Chriſt co the ' Father, here meant, 
(as a judicions Commentator -remarks x) refers to that low ſtate of humiliation 
and ſuffering which He was then under : and-as his going. to the Father included 
the ftinithing of thzr Work: which required this low abaſement, out of which He 
was to be wholly deliveted in his Reſurre&ion, Aſcention, &c; To here was 2. 
ground of joy not merely to the then difciples, bur which will be a matter of 
eternal triumph to the coutitleſs Myriads of Redeemed Men. | 

The official wferiority of Chriſt to the Father, is a Mytitery . that infinitely 
ſurpaiſeth the comprehenlion of the moſt enlarged underſtanding among creatures: 
That lie was the Scrvant of the Father, and was made under the Law, &c. ae 
glorious truths. But it is mournful that mcn have all along been attempting io 

| mi; 
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they hold Chriſt to be begotten in the very Nature and 
Eſſence. of God, and therein equal to him; of which 


there 


tanke the aſtoniſhing condeſcenſion of God's Eternal Son turn out to His 
diſgrace. Becauſe He was pleaſed to have His ſupreme Glory, as the 
Son of God, vailed for a time; therefore many would have him robbed 
of that Glory altogether. A gracious God, ' however, hath placed in 
Scripture a manifold guard about the High Glory of our Redecmer. 
For inſtance, theſe very things which are ſaid to be done by the Father 
to Chriſt, and imply his official inferiority to the Father, are faid likewiſe 
to be done by Chriſt himſclk Was He SanQlified by the Father ? He is 
faid allo to have Sanctified Himſelf Was He made Sin by the Father ? 
He is likewiſe ſaid to have made himſelf of no reputation, and He took 
upon himſelf the form of a ſervant. ' Did the Father raiſe and exalt Him 


 ofter his death? He alſo raiſed himſelf, and by his Own Power He 


aſcended: ** God 15 gone up with a ſhout,” &c. 
Ih fine, with regard to that proof of an official Sonſkip, taken from 
theſe pallages of Scripture, where the Name Son 1s-connected with what 


refpe&ts Him who is fo called in his official capacity: If from this we are- 
to infer an official Sonſhup, we mult alſo infer an official Godhead, For 


who will take it upon Him to fay, That what cannot be affirmed of Him 
as the Son of God by Nature, may yet be athrmed of Him as God by 


Nature. : 


True, it may be replied, 'That theſe things which imply inferiority, 


are aihrmed of Him as God-man. But who is this God-man but that 


One glorious Perſon, who is the Son of God and the Son of Man. We 


rave enough im our Bibles to prevent us from ſuch abſurditiess The 
declaration of Chriſt's Sonſhip by Eternal Generation, is joined with the 
revelation of tacle very things that men will have to be a Proof of an 
inferior Sonfhip, . 'The declaration of this is joined with that of his being 
anointed King over the Church, &c. Pſal. ii. It is joined with the de- 
claration of his being ſent, John iii. 16, When we are told that it was 
a S010 who was delivered up to death, we are told at the ſame. time, it 
| Was God's PROPER Sop, Rom. viii. -32, &c, If we are not to view Him 
_ astie Son of God by Nature, in every inſtance of His Mediatory work; 
_ in all that was done to Him by the Father, and in all that was performed 
by Himſelf as the Surety : The unavoiaable conſequence is,” we are not 
t view Him as a Divine Perſon. For He has no Perſonality but as the 
eliential, eternal Son of the eternal Father. | 


How happy are They *ho have been brought to © Kiſs the Son,” 


in Whom it liath pleaſed tzod to reveal Him: Who have © beheld His 
Glory:” Who have a true felowthip with Him; and for Whote everlaſi- 
ig joy. He will make a viſible and glorious appearance at the Jaſt and 
greateit 07 all dayz, when He will appear in all the reality of a Glorified 
Manhood as Tar Man and Son of Man, to whom the judgement of quick 
$1 Gcad is committed. | When He will appcar 18 the Glory cf FHlis Su= 
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there is juſt matter of doubting, as to the Perſon nanyg: 
but now, he making the Son in the Deity itlelf not 
co-ordinate but ſubordinate to the firſt Perſon. 1 fay, 
though this opinion, thus ſtated, be nothing near fo bad 
as the former, yet Divines of another perſuaſion cannot 
cloſe with it, or let it paſs without ſome confutation.. 

_ he Arguments againſt it, do very. much fall in with 


_ thoſe which have been inſiſted upon already. . 


x. Firſt, if Chriſt be the Son of God, as eternally 
begotten, with reſpeCtt to his divine. Nature, and alſo the 
Son of God, as conceived in time, &c. with reſpe& to 
his Human Nature, then the Scripture doth groundleſly 


_ diſtinguiſh: betwixt his being the Son of God, in reference 


to the one; and his being the Son of Man, in reference 
to the other Nature : Why doth it make him to be God's 
Son, according to the Spirit of holineſs (i. e. his divine 
Nature), and.the Son of David, according to the fleſh 
(i. e. his Human Nature), if, with reſpec to both, he be 


_ the Son of GaJ? 'Fhis is to coniound thoſe things which 
the Scripture makes diſtin&t, and places under ſeveral 
| references. Cirift's Sonſhips, as the Son of God, and 


as the Son of Man, are two very different things, and 
therefore they cannot have the ſame foundation. *Tis 
true, he who is the Son of Man is alſo the Son of God, 
bat as he is the Son of Man or in what is proper to him 
as the Son of Man, fo he is not the Son of God. And 
'tis true, - theie two in one Perſon may convertibly 
be, predicated each of the other : thus, the Son of God 
15 the Son of Man, and the Son of Man is the Son of God; 
but this is founded not upon the Oneneſs of the Founda- 


_ tion of the Relation, nor upon the Oneneſs of the two. 


_ Na-.” 
preme Godhead as the Eternal Son of God. e: 44] with his Father; before 


whoſe Face Heaven and Earth ſhall flec away, and at whoſe command the 


Grave will give'up its dead. When he wiil appear in His High Glory 


- as the God-man, in the Glory of His charatter as.the Prophet, the Prieſt, 
the King and Huſband of Hts Ciurch. When He will appear to end all 
diſputes about His Godhead, SOnſii'P, &c. . and to wind up the whole 
Myſtery of Grace and Providence, to the Glory of a Three-One. God,, 
the Wonder of Angels, the Joy of Saints, and the everlaſting coutulion 
and anguiſh of Hell. - | | 7 SR 
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Natufes, but upon the communieation of Properties-and 
the union of the two Natures in one Perſon. It comes 
\ to this, where the relations are diſtin, the grounds of 
- theſe relations mult be diſtin&; and therefore Chriſt's 
| Sonſhip, as the Son of God and as the Son of Man, being 
diſtin&t, there cannot be one and the ſame ground of ' 
them. | | : WIND 
2. If this was fo, that Chriſt was the Son of God con- 
jun&tly upon his eternal Generation and allo upon his 
conception and advancement in time, then he would 
ſtrangely differ in the fame Relation: I do dot contra- 
dit myſelf in what I faid under the former Head; for 
there I ſpake of both the Sonſhips of Chriſt which differ 
very much, and muſt not be confounded, but here I. 
ſpeak only of his ſingle Sonfhip as he is the Son of God, 
which is but one, and muſt. not be divided. Obſerve 
me, as the difference of the ' Sonſhips of Chriſt, as the 
Son of God and as the Son of Mary, depends upon the 
difference of their grounds, eternal Generation being the 
ground. of the one, and temperal- Generation being the 
ground ' of other; fo the Oneneſs of the ſame fingle 
Sonſhip of Chriſt, as the Son of God, depends upon the 
' Oneneſs of the ground of it, viz. his Generation by the 
Father: for if you add any other ground to'this, then 
Chriſt ceaſes to be Gne Son, then he is the Son of God. 
, partly by nature, and partly by grace, partly begotten, 
and partly made, partly from eternity and partly in'time ; 
what a {trange Son would Chriſt be upon theſe terms! | 

3- There can be but one true and proper Cauſe of 
one and the ſame ſonſhip; this hath been already proved. 


Divines are ſo tender. of multiplying this relation of 


Chriſt, that ſeveral of them, though they grant the dif. 
tinftion of his Natures, and hold his twofold Generation, 
yet taey' argue but for One Sonfſhip to belong to him; 
for, ſay they, Sonſhip belonging to the Perſon, and being 
tounded upon the Perſon, Chriſt being but One Perſon, 
therefore he can have kut One Sonſhip: ſo Aquinas 
argues. ' I concur with others who attribute a Twofold 
Souſhip to Chrit ; but then I affirm that each of them 

| | G2 have, 


- 
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have but that one ſingle Cauſe or Foundation which js 
reſpeQively proper to them; *tis only eternal Generation 
of the Father which makes Chriſt to be the Son of God, 
and *tis only temporal Generation of the Nees which 
makes him to be the Son-of Man. 
' 4. We ſay, Things oppoſite in their Nature are - 
oppoſite in their Cauſe. If Chriſt be the Son of Man 
only becauſe he was conceived of the fubſtance of his *' 
mother, then he is the Son of God only upon the ac. 


count of his being begotten of the ſubſtance of his 


Father, as a worthy Author argues. 

5. Whatever is over and above Eternal Generation; 
is but manifeſtative and not conſtitutive. of Chriſt's Son. 
ſhip "This hath been made out in the ſeveral particu- 
lars altedg*d, therefore it will be needleſs to add any 
thing further upon it. - 

'T have ſhown wherein 'and how Chriſt is the Son of 
God, his Own | Proper Son. Pll but propound one 
 Quelition, and very briefly anſwer it ; ; and then I ſhall 
_ have finiſfd the Explicatory p art. *Tis this, If Chriſt 

be God's Son becauſe in bis. Ineffable Generation the 
Divine Eſſence was communicated to him, why . may 
'not the Holy Ghoſt, the 'Third Perſon, alſo be ſtiled the 
Son of God,: to whom the ſame Eſſence was commun | 
cated as well as unto Chriſt? 

*'T anſwer, ' No; for two Reaſons : &7 

1.) Becauſe *tis the ſame Eſſence in both, yet not 
the tame Perſon. When we ſpeak of the communicat- 
ing of the Divine Eſſence ſrom the Firſt to-the Second | 

and Third Perſons, we muſt be underſtood (as was 
before hinted) to ſpeak this of them as Perſons, ' or as 
they are perſonally conſidered: for that Eſſence ſimply 
and abſolutely conſidered, is not communicated to the 
von and Spirit, but only as it ſubſiſts in\them as ſuch " 
Perſons: the Godhead itſelf they. have in and from them- ' 
ſelves, but their diſtin& Perſonalities, ' in which the 
Godhead ſubſiſts, are of the Father. It being thus, from 
hence it follows that according to the diſtinction of the 


Perſons there muſt alſo be a diſtin COMMUnication - 
n [1 Þl-»% 


E005 


the Divine Eſſence, not that there is one Eſſence in the 
Son, and arother in the Spirit, for both are God; only 
that is diſtinguiſh'd according to their Perſonal Confider- 
ation and the Perſonal Properties belonging to them, 
which notwithſtanding their oneneſs in; Nature do always 
remain. Well then, Chriſt's Sonſhip being a Perlonal 
thing, proceeding not ſimply from the Divine Eſſence, 


but as it ſubſiſts in the ſecond Perion, therefore it muſt ' 


be proper and peculiar to him, and not common to the 
- Holy Ghoſt, he being another Perſon, and the Divine 
Nature ſubſiſting in him accordingly, with reſpect to his 
Perſonal Properties. | 


"(34} Becauſe though the fame Divine Effence be com- 


municated to both, yet not in the ſame way and manner. 
For though both come from the Fatuer,. yet *tis in divers 
reſpe&s, the Son coming from him by Generation, the 
Spirit by Proceſſion. And, therefore though both are 
God and both come from God, yet both are not the Sons 


of God, becauſe ®tis coming. from: God, in the way of 
Generation only which entitles to. Sonſhip. Thug 
Auſtine anſwers it, ** 'Thou aſkeſt of me (ſaith he) if the- 


Son be of the ſubſtance of the Father, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, be of the ſubſtance of the Father alſo, why is one 
the Son apd not the Other? I.anlwer, Whether you 
_ comprehend it or not, the Son is of the Father, the Holy 
Ghoſt is of the Father, but the Son is Begotten, the 
Spirit Proceeds.” Thus this great Divine did ſolve this 


_ difficulty, ſtopping here and going-no further.. If any 


will be ſo curious as to enquire ſurther wherein the dif- 
terence lies betwixt eternal Generation and eternal 
Praceſſion? I am not aſham'd to give them this anſwer, 
I cannot tell; *tis a myſtery far above my reach: Ged 
hath not revealed it, and there isnothing in Nature which 


will give us any light about it, therefore -it becomes us _ 


rather to adore than to be inquiſitive. I know the ſchool- 
men, who are privy to all ſecrets, and have a key to 


open every dithculty, though it be lock'd up never fa ' 


cloie, attempt the opening of it, but they had better have 
let it alone; here humble ignorance is better than ſawcy 
SES -44-4 -.Cur- 
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curioſity. T think they ſpeak beſt who ſay, We know | 
and believe there is-a difference *twixt. Generation and 
Proceſſion, but what that is and wherein it lies, that is to 


us incomprehenſible.” *Tis time therefore for me to 


leave this Point and to come to the Application of the 


main Truth. - Fig 
Is Chriſt thus God's own Son? TI infer then, 


1. That he is God: Not a meer titular or nuncupa. | 


tive God, nota God by Office only, not a made God (x 
contradiction in the adjec), but he is God truly, properly, 
eſſentially. Which great Truth is moſt ſtroagty aſſerted 
and proved by various convincing . Arguments againſt 
Jews, Arrians, Socinians, all Oppoſers of it ; I muſt not 
engage in ſo vaſt a Subjet, PllL only argue from this 


Relation wherein Chriſt ſtands to God as he is his Own 


Son, . which indeed by itſelf is ſufficient, if there was 
_ nothing more to demomſtrate his Godhead. He who 
is'the true Son of Gad, and ſuch a Son of God is truly 
God; but Chrift is the true Son of God and ſuch a Son 


© _ of God ſhis Own Sorf] therefore he is truly God, &c. 


The Apoſtle joyns the true Son and the true God to. 
gether, therefore the Argument is good: 1 John v. 20. 
«We know that the Son of God is come, and hath given 
us an underſtanding that we may know him that'is true; 


and we are in him that is true, even in his Son: Jeſus | 


Chriſt: this is the true God, and eternal life.” TI do not 


ſay that every {bn of God is God, for the ſaints are ſons 


and yet not God; but I ſay he who is ſuch a Son as God's 
own, proper, natural, conſubſtantial, coeſſential, Only- 
begotten Son, he is God; where-ever: this Sonſhip 1s, 


there's the, Deity or the Divine Eſſence: now. Chriſt is 


thus God's Son, therefore he is God. What the Father 


| is as to his Nature, that the Son muſt be | alſo;: now the 


firſt Perſon, the Father of Chriſt, is God, whereupon he 


too who is the Son muſt be God alſo. A Son alwayes 


participates of hisFather*s Eſſence, there is betwixt them 
evermore an identity and oneneſs of Nature; if therefore 
Chriſt be God's Son, as hath been fully proved, he mult 
then neceds have that very Nature and Eſſence which 
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God the Father hath; inſomuch that if the ſecond Perſon 
he not really a God, the firſt Perſon is but equivocally 2 
Father. Therefore he himlelf tells us, 4 I and my Father 
are one:? John x. 3o. where heis ſpeaking of a far higher 
Oneneſs than that of Conſent or Will only. Chriſt being 


both the Natural Son of God, and allo his, Son by 


Eternal Generation, that makes the thing unqueſtion- 
able; for what is that Generation but the Father's com- 


municating of his own Nature and Eſſence to him? 'This 


is that which is done in all Generations, for Generation 
is always the produCtion of another in the ſame Nature; 


like ever begets like, as *tis ſaid of Adam, © he begat a 


Son in his own likeneſs after his image,” Gen. v. 3- 


And muſt it not be ſo here in the Father's begetting of 
Chriſt? If man begets man, then God begets God; this. 
being taken in that ſenſe which I laid down in my firſt 
entrance upon this Subje&t. I know this will not bold 
as to all modes and circv; ſtances with reſpe&-to which 

I grant there is a great diſparity, but as to the convey-, 
ance .of the ſame Nature and Eſſence, ſo far it will hold: . 
The Jews therefore, John v. 18. argued very well, I-God 
was Chriſt's Father, and he God's Son, then he was . 


Equal with God, for fuch an Equality muſt naturally and 
neceſſarily reſult from fuch a Relation. John x. 36. 
« Say ye of him, whom the Father hath ſanCtified, and 
ſent into the world, 'Thou blaſphemeſt, - becauſe I faid-E 


am the Son of God ?”. Why doth he ſay, © Becauſe I | 


ſaid I am the Son of God ?” He ſhould have ſaid, © Be- 
cauſe I faid, I am God,” for that was the. blaſphemy 
charged upon him, Verſ. 33. © Becauſe that thou being 


a man makelt thyſelf God :” But the anſwer is. obvious, | 
Chriſt knew that theſe were equipoſlent terms, to be God | 


and to be the Son of God are all one, if Chriſt be the one 


he muſt be the other too. You find Nathaneel break- 
ing forth into this witneſs concerning him, * Thou art | 


the Son of God,” &c. John 1. 40. his meaning was, «© Thou 


art God.” F or that which drew this Confeſſion from him 5 
was that which was proper to him as God, namely his 


Omniſciency ? See John i. 48. God and the Son of God 
= | | are 
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- are ſo.miuch one, that he who ſpeaks Chriſt to be the Sor 
of: God, ſpeaks him to be God alſo. As ſoon as the | 
Apoſtle had fet down Chriſt's Sonſhip, Heb. i: 5. pre. 
ſently he falls upon thoſe teſtimonies which relate to his 
Godhead; Ver. 6, 8, 10, 11, 12. © When he bringeth - 


in the firſt begotten into the world, he faith, And let all 


the angels of God worſhip him. Unto the Son he faith, 


_ Thy throne, O Gold, is for ever and ever, a Scepter of 


Righteouſneſs is the. Scepter of "thy Kingdon-; "Thou 
Lord in the beginning haſt ' laid; the foundation - of - the 
earth, and the heavens are the works of thy hands: They 


ſhall periſh, but thou remaineſt : and they all ſhall wax 


old as doth a garment. And as a veſture ſhalt thou fold 


them up, and they ſhall be changed, but thou art:the 


ſame, and thy years ſhall not. fail.” - You ſee hoy 
Chriſt's Sonſhip is linked with the Godhead ; therefore 
the Argument is good to prove the latter by the former. 


And indeed as his being the Son of Man doth moſt 


evidently evince him to be truly Man, ſo his being the 


| Son of God doth as evidently evince him tobe truly 
God. E7 ke I” a. "T ; 4 ; | 
-. 2. Is Chriſt « God's Own Son?” I infer, ſurely then 


he is. a very great;and glorious Perſon ; ſuch a relation 
cannot but be the foundation. of great glory. - Though 


Chriſt's Dignity and Preheminence is not the Ground | 
_ of his Sonſhip, yet his-Sonſhip is the Ground of his Dig- 
. nity, and Preheminence. He is tiled © a great High 
- Prieſt,” Heb. iv. 14. not only becauſe of the greatnels 


of his Sacerdotal Office, but alſo becauſe of the greatnels 
of his Perſon who doth manage that: office, he being 


| God's own Son; therefore it follows, © ſeeing we. have 
a great High Prieſt, &c. Jeſus the Son'of God.” Tis 


no {mall honour amongſt us to be the ſon of ſome great 


man, O what an'honour is it to Chriſt to be the own 
and oxLy Son of the great GOD! It puts a marvellous 


glory and greatneſs upon the ſaints that they are the 
adopted fons of God,-upon the Angels that they are the 


created ſons of God; but what is this to Chriſt's being 


the Natpral, Only-begotten Son of God? Herein and "” 


E803. 
by ke hath obtained & more excellent name than 
either Angels or Men, Heb: 1. 4: © for in all things (or a- 
mong{t all perſons) he niuſt have the preheminence,” Col. 
i. 18. The higher and nearer the relation is to God, the 
higher and greater 1s the glory which accrews to a perſon 
ſtanding in that relation ; now what relation to God can 
be higher and nearer than this of Chriſt, as he is his Own 
gon? therefore his vlory muſt needs be exceeding great; 

'O let not any entertain low thoughts of him who 1s thus 

- the Son of God: The Lord Jefus i is the Father's beſt 
Son, for Gifts, Grace, Holineſs, &c: ; and he's the Fa- 
ther's Greateſt Son; for Dignity, Glory and Majeſty : [ 

Jay he's the Father's beſt Son; how ſhort do all ſons come 
of this S611! We read of One who fear'd he might ſeem to + 
adopt beiter ſons than thoſe whom he begat; there's no ſuch 

| thing to be imagin'd with reſpect to God, to be ſure his 
Only-begotten Son ſhall infinitely exceed all his adopted 
Jons, for God hath anointed hini with the oyl of glad- 
nels above his fellows, Pfal: xlv: 7. And he's the greateit 
Son too, for God * hath ſet him at his right hand in the 
heavenly places; far above all principality, and power, 
and. might, and dominion; and every name that 8. 

.named, not only 1 in this world; but allo in that which is 

to come, Eph. i. 20, 21: True indeed; this Great Son, 

tor a time, emptied himſelf of his glory, and for our ſake 
ſubmittedto great abaſement, Phil. ii. 9. but yet ever *hen 
in himſelf he was very high and glorious: he who cloath- 
ed himſelf with our raggs; put on our flethz condeſcen= 

.d2d to he in the manger, to die upon the croſs, he even 
under all this was the Proper Son of God, and therefore 
fall of glory; And *tis very notable to conſider how i 

Chriſt even when he was under his loweſt absſerent, 
when this Sun was hid under the thickeſt cloud, I ſay; 
how ever then there were ſome beamings out 2rd bak: 
ings forth of his glory ſuitable to this his relation : he's 
lad; in the manyer, but there the Wiſe men come ard. 

worſtip him, he's tetzpted by Satan; buy then the Angels 

miniſter unto him, he's crucified, bur then: the vail of 
the Temple was rent, the earth guaked, the rocks were. 
rent, the graves open'd, the Sun ſtepp's 1 in 276 bi elf; 
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1 
as being aſham'd to be ſeen in its glory when the far 
- brighter Sun was under ſuch an Ecliple ; uporrall which, 
the Centurion might well cry out, © Truly this was the 
Son-of God.” But what a Perſon i is Chriſt now ? when 
-the time of his humiliation is over, and when he ap- 
pears in all things like himſelt as the Son of God in his 
rome glory ! 4 

. \'Phirdly, was Chriſt God's Own Son ? I infer, 

pus 5-4 then the Work of Redemption was a very great 
work ; for God ſent his own Son about it, and therefore 
ſorely 'twas no ordinary or commion thing, Alwayes 
the greater the Perſon 1s who is imployed in the work, 
the greater 1s that work ; *tis thus from the wiidom of a 

- man, much more ſhall it be thus from the wiſdom of a 
God: Kings do not uſe to ſend their ſons upon mean 
and petty ſervices, but only upon ſuch as are high and _ 

: weighty ; and can it be imagined that ever God. would 

. have ſent his own Son into the world to redeem ſinners, 
this had not been a work very high and great in his 
-eye ? Indeed this makes Redemption to be the greateſt 
Work that ever. was done. by God himſelf : ' the making 
ot the World was a great thing, but (: od never -ſent his 
von about that, that was diſpatch'd by a word, he did 


- but ſpeak the word and it was done : . Works of Provi- 


dence "are: very, great, but there's no ſending of a Son 
about them.j but when Redemption- work was to come 
. upon the age, in order to that, Chriſt, God's Own Son, 
- muſt come from heaven, and be incarnate, and do.and 
tie, and all was.neceſfſary for the accompliſhing. of that; 
. © how great a work was this ! So much for the Firſt 
, Uſe by way of Inference. | 
2. Secondly, was Chriſt God's Own Son ? let me from 
hence urge a few things upon you. 
I tudy Chriſt much in this relation, that you. may 
know him, as the'pr oper, natural, eſſential Son: of God. 
+: The knowledge oi Chriſt in whatever notion you conſider 
hin, is very precious; it was ſo to Paul, who * deter- 
; mined not to know any thing fave Jeſus Chriſt, &c. 


-.4, Cor. it. 2. and who « count al things but lols, 2 
4 ; C 


[9 1 | 
the excellency of ' the knowledge of Chriſt Jeſus:” Phil 
iii. 8. but to know him as he ſtands in this near rela- 
tion to God, as God's Own Son, O this is precious 
knowledge indeed! Now firs, you -have heard much of 
him, read much of him, -but do you know hun, and 
know him as the Eternal Only.begotten Son of God ? 
This is that Truth upon which all Religion depends, in 
which you have the very heart and. ſpirit ot the Goſpel, 
' upon which the whole ſtreſs of your happinels is laid, 
'tis one of the molt fundamental Articles of the Chriittan 
| Faith; and yet. will you be ignorant of it? You all 
have ſome general knowledge of it, and you all profeſs to 
believe it, *tis a part of your Creed, but do you diſtinEt- 
ly and clearly know, alwayes allowing for the myſter1- 
ouineſs of the objeCt and the dimneſs of your tacultys, how 
Chriſt is the Son of God, how his Sonſhip was brought 
about, and wherein it lies ? that he is God's natural Son 
begotten by him from all. eternity in a moſt myſterious 
and admirable manner, do you underſtand any thing, 
about this ? Some tell. us, that the knowledge and belief 
of Chriſt's Sonthip according to the particulars wherein 
_ it hath been opened, not neceſſary to falvation : ÞIle not. 
engage in this Controverſie, wherein ſome do as much 
athrm- as others. deny ; but this I ſay, it being ſo mo- 
mentous a Truth in i ſelf, and the Scriptures ſpeaking ſo 
much of it and: giving ſo much light about it, *tis of great 
Concern to all who live under Goſpel-reyelation, to en- 
deavour to know as. much of it as the height of the thing, 
and the lowneſs, of their capacities will admit of. | 

And becauſe I would hope, that there are . Some here 
whole thoughts are taken up about it, and who defire to. 
arrive at a fuller knowledge of it, therefore to ſuch I 
_ would commend three things by way of Direction. 

1, In all your- inquiries and ſearchings into Chriſt's 
Sonſhip, elpecially into the: Ground and Mode of. it, viz. 
Eternal Generation, be ſure you keep within bounds of 
lobriety, I meaa this, take heed that in this deep Myſtery * 

= | Ss " _o 

: The Mysrtry of NresTErEs, which- corrept and wanton Reaſon 

drides, bu: pruden; Faith admires aud «lors, Cry N. I'T11-unity, W 5 


Wo 


' ik "'[ @ ? 


ou. « be not wiſe above what is written,” x Cor. tv. 6; 
that you do not therein conſult your own purbling 
and. carnal reaſon, but Scripture-revelation altogether, 
Pray ſtudy it, but in ſo doing, do not pry too far intg 
thole Secrets which God hath lock'd up from you ; con- 
tent yourſelves with what he hath reyeald ir in his Word 
and ſtay there. | 

"Tis both ſinful and alſo dangerous ſor poor ſhallow qui! 


ks 2 Creatures to venture too far into theſe depths, where if whi 

*- they once loſe their bottom, (the written Ward) they ' cur 

drown themſelves preſently ; there's no clue but that to Got 
guide us in this labyrinth, That Chriſt is the Son of the 

God is very clear, that he is the Son of God by Eternal UPC 

| Generation is very clear ; but will you be facquiſitve giv! 

_ further to' know what this Generation | is ? what can your _ beli 

Reaſon (the Scripture being filent about it) ſay of that? the 

© go not too far there ! Human reaſon conſider'd as led, 

meerly natural, is a very incompetent judge. of this _ veg 

divine and fublime Myſtery, a Myſtery to be adorcd by Fa 

Faith, not to be comprehended- by Reaſon. Ifa. liti. 8 tha 
ds Who ſhall declare his Generation! 72? I may make ue by 

of this Text, though poſlibly the Generation mention'd in Qu 

it be nat that which $ am treating of: for I much incline the 

t think that it here notes that numerous iſſue and ſeed WO 
that Chriſt: ſhould have upon the Preaching of the Goſpe!, ils 

rather than his being eternally begotten by the Father; vel 

yet 'tis very well known that Rnd of the Fathers take thi 

xt in the latter ſenſe, they making this to be the meaning Na 
of the words, WWhb can be able to underſtand in himſelf, 0, 

or tadeclare to others the hidden, inefable, incomprehen- cc 

fible Generation of the Son.of Cod ? ſurely none can. 

6 W ithout controverſie this, as well as Chriſt's Incar- ral 
option is a Great Myſtery, x Tim. 1ii. 16. Nicodemus It; 

3 2 knowing man, yet ſtrangely puzzled at the Rege-. wt 


Kats af Belieyers ; 3 John | 1tt. 4« ec How CAN A man be 
horr when he 18 v1d ? can he enter the ſecond time jnt0 
his mothers womb and be born ?? certainly the eternal 
' eneration of God's Own Son is a thing much more a- 
ſupie : and unſearchable. Hud there 2 are riddles | in nat tural 
geue- 


C03 

eration which we cannot reſolve; FEccleſ. xi. 5, 
« As thou koweſt not the way of the ſpirit, nor how the 
hones do grow in the womb of her that is with child :” 
Now, are we ſo much at a los and non-pius there, how 
much more ſhall we be at a loſs when the tar more uncon- 
" ceivable Generation of Chriſt is before us ? O therefore 
I adviſe you to be very humble and ſober in all your dii- 
quiſitions about that. "There ere two things in Reaſon 
which you muſt alwayes oppole and beat down, viz. the 
\ curiofity of it, for it loves dearly to be prying into. 
God's Ark, into things which he ſees good to lock up from 
the Creature; and the pride of it, for it loyes allo to fit 
upon the bench as Judge of the matters of Faith, .to be 
giving out its decrees and edits as to believing or not 
© believing : now do not you give way to it in either of 
theſe reſpeCs, in your moſt earneſt deſires gfter know- 
ledge ſtill keep within the compaſs of what the Word re- 
_ weals, and let: the Word alone command and order your 
Faith; and eſpecially' in ſuch protound myſteries, as 
that which I am.upon, ſee that theſe two things be done 
by yon. When I conſider the ſeveral nice and curious 
Queſtions which ſome have rais'd and diſcuſs'd -about 
the Generation of the Son of God, I cannot but ſtand and 
wonder at the pride and faucineſs of the. wit of man ; and 
lo far I do concur with a Learned Perſon, in his ſe- 
vere cenſure upon theſe men. What 1s more than the 

thing itſelf, 'The Father's communicating of his own 

Nature and Eſfence to Chriſt, we muſt humbly ſubmit 
to be ignorant of; by ſearing too high, we ſhall but 
icortch and hurt ourſelves, . | 
2. In your eying of God the Father's ative Gene: 
ration of Chriſt take heed of all grois Conceptions about 
it; ſo as not in the leaſt to meature it by, or to parallel 
It with, any Phyſical or Carnal generation. ' Our appre- 
henſions muſt be rightly informed about this, otherwiſe 
what abſurd and wretched notions ſhall we run ourſelves 
npon? $0 far as there is that in common Generations 
which ſpeaks goodneſs and perfeCion, ſo far you make 
wie of them to help you in your conceiving of the 
LED Divine 
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Divine Generation of the Son of God : but there being 
much in them which ſpeaks defe& and imperfeQion, all 
that you mult preſcind and cut off and lay aſide when 
you are thinking of that Generation which is the groung 
of Chrils Sonſhip. As for inſtance; for like to beget * 
like, for one to conveigh its' nature and ſubſtance tg 


another, this is good in Phyſical Generations, and ſo far 


they may be improved to thadow out unto us the myf. 


Other reſpets which carry imperfe&Qion in them, theſe 
you muſt be ſure to keep out of your thoughts and by no 
means to conceive by them of that which I am upon. 


As in our knowledge and conceptions of - God by the 


Creatures, we pick out of them what is:good and perfeQ 


and lay aſide what is evil and imperfeR, and ſo by them 


we aſcend to know and conceive of God; ſo we miſt do 


in Natural: and Phyſical Generations, with reſpe& to 


God the Father's ſupernatural and hyperphyſical Gene- 


# sf Tation of Chriſt, | . 


To ſhew the difference betwixt theſe two, let we par- 
ticularize in a iew things without much enlarging upon 
them. Natural Generation upon the failing of individ. 


vals is neceflary for the preſervation of the ſpecies ; in - 
God the Father's begetting of Chriſt it was quite other- 


wide: In natural Generation there is multiplication, 
| there though the thing begetting and the thing begotten 
have the ſame nature and effence, yet numerically they 


are not the ſame; but in the Father's begetting of Chriſt,” 


theſe (as the Learned prove) are perfe&tly one and the 
ſame ; ' they have not only the ſame ; ſpecifical, but 
the ſame numerical Eſſence: here, as the Divine 
Eſſence was not divided, ſo neither was it multiplied; 
for 'tis as mcapable of multiplication as of divifion : 
Natural Generation, in the creatures, is a tranſient 
act ; that in God, was an immanent at. In Natural 


Generation, the thing» begetting precedes the thing be- 
gotten-and begets that which is atter it in time ;z in God _ 


the Father's Generation - of Chriſt it was not ſo, both 
Father and Son bejng co-eternal ; In Natural Generas 
"B5f1 146, | Sg tio! 


tery of God's Eternal Generation : But now there being | 
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in oth 


| you a1 
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{ 3. 1 
con there muſt be ſuch a -.time before things arrive at 
their prolifick vertue-; far be it from us to entertain ſuch 
a thought as to the Father's Generation of Chriſt. So | 
that you ſee there 1s a vaſt diſparity 'betwixt theſe two, 
and therefore you mult in your apprehenſions reverent- 
-ly diſtinguiſh betwixt them, and not. in common judge of 
the one by the other, God forbid that you ſhould ſo ſad- 
_ ly miſtake ! Though the Father's communicating of the 
' Divine Eſſence. to the Son was a true and proper Gene- _ 
ration, ſo far agreeing: with Generations amonglt us, yet 
in other reſpeQs it was quite of another nature; and ſo 
_ you are tO conceive of it, otherwiſe you will entertain 
very groſs and unworthy thoughts of Cod. 
3. Join Study and Prayer together. Would you know 
Chriſt as the eternal Son of God ? eſpecially would you 
oo beyond a literal, ſpeculative, notional knowledge of 
him as ſuch ? ſo as to know both him and his Sonfhip 
prattically and ſavingly ? O then be much in prayer ! 
Read and pray, hear and pray, meditate and pray, ftudy 
and pray : he ſtudies this myſtery (and all others) beſt 
who ſtudies it moſt upon his knees. This ſpecial and 
ſupernatural Sonſhip of Chriſt is not ſavingly to be known | 
without ſpecial and ſupernatural illumination from Chriſt . 
through the Spirit. *Tis obſerable that in Matth. xvi. 
16, 17. when Peter had made that good confeſhon, 
«.'Thou art Chriſt the Son of the living God,” ſee what 
Chriſt;xeſolved it into ; © Bleſſed art thou Simon Bar- 
Jona, for fleſh and blood hath not reveald it unto thee, 
but my Father which is in heaven.” You know that paſ- 
lage, Matth.-xi. 27. © All things are delivered unto me of 
my Father, and no man knoweth the Son, (or makes 
others to know him) but the Father, neither knoweth any 
man the Father ſave the Son, and he to whomſoever the 
Son will reveal him.” Theſe two Perſons do niake 
known each the other; the Father reveals the Son, and the 
yon reveals the Father ; the Son is'a it Perſon to re- 
veal the Father, for he's his only begotten 'Son; and 
les in his boſom ; therefore he faith, «© No man hath 
leen God at any time, the only begotten Son which is in 
| : the 
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the boſom of the Father he hath declared him,” Johni.t8; 
And the Father is alſo a fit Perſon to reveal the Son, 
for he having begotten him, and having had him with 
himſelf from everlalting, he knows. him exa@ty :; 0 
therefore go to hin by prayer, and beieech him to reveal 
| his Son to you! ”Tis a gfeat thing no know Chriſt i 
this relation, ſo great that there muit be an heavenly 

light,” a ſpiritual underſtanding given to a man before he 
can come up to'it: mark that of the Apoſtle, x John v: 20, 
* And hath given us underſtanding that we miy know 
him that'is true,” he ſpeaks of the knowing of Chriſt a 
the true Son of God ; 'tis as if the Apoſtle had aid, if 
God had not i]himinated -our-underſtaridings and irradi: 
"ated them' with a divine light, we had tiever known 
Chriſt favingly 'in this notion : He who begat the Son 
of hiinfelf from all eternity, to him it appertains by his 
\ Spirit in time fſavingly to reveal this Son to the creature; 
and therefore your work lyes with him in prayer to beg 
of him this revelation of the” Son. © So much for the firlt 


= thing. 1 


2. A ſecond branch of the E'xhortation fhall be this; 
Is Chriſt God's Own Son ? then do you believe him to 
be ſuch, and believe on him 'as ſuch. "The firſt we call 
dogmatical, the ſecond juſtifying and- ſaving Faith ; the 
 firſtis aſſent to the propoſition that Cliriſt is God's OwnSon, 
the ſecond is-relyance upon the Perſon who is and as he 18 


God's Own Son. The firſt is niore general and ggmmon; - 


for all who bear the name of Chriſtians, (in ſomeſenſe or 
_ other) come up to it ; yet notwithſtanding there 1s much 
worth andexcellency in it, though not ſo muchas in thelat- 


ter; and that is abſolutely neceſſary in orderthe to ſecond; 


_ for how can he believe on Chriſt as the Son of God who 
doth not firſt dogmatically believe him' to be the Son and 
Tuch'a'Son of God ? 'And'this general Paith too, as well 
as that which is more ſpecial; admits 'of degrees, for 


though all Chriſtians believe it, yet ſome gre more con-. 


© firmetf, rooted, ſfablithed, in the belief of it than others 
are. * Noiv therefore this is that which” I would preis 
vpon you, to labour after a more ſteady, unfhaken, hxed 


- 
. 
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believing of this great Foundation-TFruth: I hope you do 
believe it, but do you believe it in ſuch a degree ? doth 
not. your faith ſometimes waver about it ? 15 not your 


aſſent weak and languid, attended with doubtings and 
ueſtionings ? are you rooted and. © ſtabliſhed in the. 


faith, Col. ii. 5. as of other things, ſo in ſpecial of 
this great Article of the Chriſtian Religion)? are you 
come up. © unto all righes of the. full aſſurance of un- 


derſtanding, to the azknowledgment of the myſtery of 


God, and of the Father and of Chriſt,” as the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks ? Col. ii. 2. I could molt heartily with that it was 


thus with you, and with all who do profeſs that they be- 
lieve Chriſt to be the Son of God, but I fear it is not ſo..: 


Now, my brethren, that I may the better excite you to 


| Kbgur after a full and firm aſſent unts itz confider that one _ 
ſpecial-reaſon or end why a great part.of the New-Teſta-. 
ment was written, was this, that. you might beheve and: - *' 


be confirined in your belief of this very thing: John xx. 


31. © But theſe are written, that ye might believe, that. 


Jeſus is the Chriſt, the Son of God, and that believing 
ye might have life through.his Name.” You may ob-. 
ſerve concerning this Tvangeliit St. John, as of all the 
other Evangeliſts he was molt inſpired in the revealing 


of Chriſt's divine Sonſhip, ſo he was alſo moſt inſpir'd 
in the preſling of men to believe it and in the ſetting out 
of the weightinieſs of the belief of it : it John ii. 23. 


t Whoſoever denieth the Son the ſame hath not the Fa- 
ther, but he that acknowledgeth the Son, hath the Father 


alſo :'x John iv. 15: Whoſoever ſhall confeis that Jeſus ., 
is the Son of God, God dwelleth in him, and he in God: 


1 John v. 5. Who is he that overcometh the world, but 


he that beheveth that Jeſus is the Son of God?” What. 


. & mighty ſtreſs did this great Apoſtle lay upon it! O 


how doth it concern all upon the Confiderations laid _ 
down by him, to live under a ſteady belief of Chriſt's 


| being- the Son of God ! Indeed this' is the Foundation- 
Truth ; Chriſt himſelf is the perſonal foundation, and 
this Truth, vot exclufively but eminently, 'ts the Coc- 


trinal foundation: to both of whcih that famous and fo 
2 ah he muck 
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much controverted Text is applicable, Matth. xvi. x8, 
« T fay alſo unto thee, that thou art Peter, and upon this 
_ Rock I will build my Church, and the gates of Hell 
ſhall not prevail againſt it :” upon this Rock! What 
rock doth Chriſt mean ? Was it Peter perſonally con. - 
ſidered? or was it Peter and his Succeſlors? as ſome 
would have it; they mean by theſe San ork the Popes 
of Rome, whom I truſt I ſhall never loſe with in this 
interpretation ſo long as *tis this Rock and not this ſand; 
- undoubtedly, let but perſons be anbyaſs'd and not wed- 
ded to Parties and Opinions calculated for worldly de. 
Ggns andIntereſts, nothing is more clear, than that by this 


KA Rock we are to underſtand either the Perſon of Cari, 


or that dodrinal propoſition which Peter had laid down 
_ concerning him, Ver. 16. © Thou art Chriſt the Sow of 
the living God,” after which it immediately follows, 
& Upon this Rock, T will build my Church,” or elle we 
- may put them together, and take in both, upon this 
Perſon and this Faith, the Church of God is built and 
therefore ſtand faſt forever : ſo that according to this, 
Expoſition, which 1s with great ſtrength defended by our 
Proteſtant Divines, this Sonſhip of Chriſt is the founda- 
tion-truth. And therefore no wonder that in all Ages 
the Zeal of the Church hath been ſo much engag'd there-' 
in; for *tis. very well known that in its drawing up of 

Creeds and Summaries of Faith, this one Article, viz. 
Chriſt's being the Co-eſſential, Co-eternal, and only Be- 
gotten Son of God, hath ever been put in, witneſs the 
Nicene,” Conſtantinopolitan, :Athanaſian Creeds, becauſe 
this was judged a thing moſt neceſſary to be believed : 
And indeed there is not any one beach of the Chriſtian 
Faith, which the.Church hath gain'd more out of the fire, 
after much trouble and oppoſition, than this one. Nay, 
this was that very Truth for the owning and aſſerting of 
wh above any other, our bleſſed Lord loſt his lite, 
as you. FRY plainly ſee by the Evangelical Hiſtory, 
Jokin xix. 75, Mark xiv. 6. &c. And TI deſire that it may 
yet rhe; be canſidered, that. as God himſelf began and 
_ ended with the witneſs and declaration of Chriſt's mp 
| . P> 
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ſhip, for as ſoon as he entered .upon his public Mini- 
ſtry, the Father ſet him out with this witniſs © This is 
. my beloved Son, &c. Matth, iii. 17, And when he had 
_ well nigh finiſhed his work, and was going off the ſtage, 
then the Father renew'd his witneſs again, © This is 
my beloved Son,” &c. Matth. xvii. 5. So the Devil too 
he bezan and ended. with the Son{hip of Chriſt; for pre- 


ſently after the Father's teſtimony thereof he took him - 


alide to tempt-him, and when he had him alone and be- 
gan the duel with him, how did he aſſault him ? why, 
Mat. iv. 3- *<If thou be the Son 'of Cod, command that 
theſe ſtones be made bread ;” he comes over it again, 
Ver. 6. © If thou be the Son of God, caſt thyſelf down,” 
&c: If thou be the Son of God? why did Satan harp ſo 
much upon this? what might his deſign be. in laying his 
temptation thus ? I anſwer, it mult be for one or for all 
of theſe Reaſons ; either that he might*by the obſerving 
of Chriſt's behaviour in the conteſt more fully inform 
himſelf whether Chriſt was indeed the Son of God, 
waich was the thing he was deadly afraid of, knowing 
that ſuch a Perſon would be the ruine of his kingdom ; 
or that he might ſee whether he could make Chriſt to 
_ Coubt of his Sonſhip, after and notwithſtanding the plain 
Teſtimony of his Father; :or that he might go as far as 
ever he could to draw him. to the doing of what was 


evil, and ſo, if ſuch a thing had been poſſible, Null this . 


his near Relation to God: ſurely there was. ſome ſpe- 
cial cauſe why. Satan pick'd out this and ſo much inſiſted 
upon it. Well, here he began, theſe were the very 
firlt words which this curſed ſpirit uttercd- when he dar- 
ed to aſſault our Saviour, wherein he. plainly ſtruck at 


his Sonſhip itſelf, though cunningly he made his tempta-. 


tions to point to ſome wicked inferences which he would 
have drawn from Chriſt's Relation, rather than direQly 


_ to the truth of the relation itſelf. And as he began 


with this, ſo he ended with this ; for 'twas he (which 
Ipeaks a prodigious infatuation in him, that he ſhould be 
lo forward in the promoting of that which certainly 
would end in his. ruine) who ſtirr'd up Pilate, the High 
Prieſt, the Body, of the Jews againſt Chriſt, and they 
ae rags 


2 througt * 
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hint his inſtigation fell upon Chriſt and took away 


.'His life : for what ? ſor this very cauſe, becauſe he made 


himſelf to be (as indeed he was) the Son of God. By 
all this you ſee of what great moment and importance 
this.'Truth concerning Chriſt's Sonfhip 1 1s, And, to add 


| Fet one. thing further, pray look to that grand Seducer 


and enemy of Chriſt and of the Chriſtain Faith, 1 


mean Mahomet; of whom we read that he allo ſet bin. 
ſelf to his utmoſt to oppoſe and decry- the Sonſhip of 


'Chriſt. He was willing to' grant Chriſt to be a great 


' Prophet, but by no means to be'the very Son-of God 
"this particularly and expreſly he principled his Fellowen 


againſt in his ridiculous Alcoran, and he gave them in 
ſpeceial this Command, © To worſhip one only God, 
* and to honour Chriit as the Word of God, but 'not as 


ec the Son of God.” 
| From all theſe premiſes Il infer, i is this ſuch a VE Y 


| tion-Truth, and ſhall not we firmly aſſent to it hath the 


'Church with ſuch zeal contended for it, and ſhall we yet 
doubt of it. ? do Heathens, Jews, Turks, ſo much oppoſe 


'3t, and ſhall not we Chriſtians who have and own Scrip- 


ture-revelation, ſteadily believe it ? hath Chriſt ſealed 
it with his blood, 'and yet ſhall we ſtagger about it? 


have we ſuch atteftations from God and man, and yet 


ſhall there be queſtionings and reaſonings in our Souls 
againft it ? x John v. 9, 10. © If we receive the witneſs 


| of men, the witneſs of God is greater ; for this is the 


witneſs of God which he hath teſtified of his Scn. He 
that believeth on the Son of God, - hath the witneſs in - 
himſelf: he that believeth mot God: hath made him a 
liar, becauſe he believeth not the record that God gave 


of his Son? / 


But Some will ſay, to what purpoſe is all this * who 


queſtions whether Chriſt be God's Own Son ? 


li anſwer, O that there was not too much need of this 


_ advice! many poor Souls think they do fully and firm- 


ly believe it, and yet *tis to be ſeared they do not; and 
the truth i ſs, that weakneſs which | ts tn our Faith of: ad-. 


herance, proceeds in part from that weakneſs that is in 
gur Faith of aſſent, much of that dejedtedneſs which 


1s 
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is upon. Our ſpirits under trouble, and of thoſe inward 


finkings under the ſenſe of guilt, comes from one of. 


theſe two Cauſes, either. we do not- revive upon our 
thoughts, or elſe we do not fixedly believe in our, hearts 
| that Chriſt is God's Son, and his Own Son : "And, as to 
looſe and common Profeſſors, if ever Arrianiſm, old or 
new; ſhould get upon the throne, (which God forbid !) I 


fear the belief of Chriſt's Godhead and Eternal Sonſhip 


would ſoon be laid aſide. O therefore I would be very 
earneſt with you to get your faith yet more and more 
ſtrengthened and confirmed about 1t. | 


| But though this be very . good, yet 'tis not enough "$4 


beſides the believing of Chriſt to be the Son of God, 
there muſt be believing on Chriſt as the Son of God. 


You find in Scripture that ſaving Faith is deſcribed by 


its ſpecial reference to Chriſt as ſtanding in this rela- 


tion; ſo' Gal. ii. 20. + The life which I now live in the- 


| Fleſh, I live [by. the faith of the Son of: God ], who lov- 
ed me, and gave himſelf for me :”” why doth the Apoſtle 
thus expreſs it, by Faith -of the Son of God ? I anſwer, 


partly becauſe Chriſt the Son of God is the Efficient and 


Author of-Faith, Heb. xii. 2. partly becauſe this Son is 
the great Objec& of faith, and partly becauſe Faith in its 
eſſential a& doth very , much eye Chriſt as thus related 


| to the Father, for tis a believing or relying upon him . 


as the: Son of God. :*Tis very uſual-in the goſpel where 
it ſpeaks of believing, to mention Chriſt with it as ſtand- 
Ing in this relation ; x John iti. 23. © This is his com- 
mandment, that we ſhould believe on the name of [ his 
S0n] Jeſus /Chriſt : x John -v. 13. Theſe things have I 


written unto you that believe on the name of [the Son] 


of God, that ye may know that ye have eternal Hhfe: 
and that ye. may belieye on the. name of. [the Son] 
of God. John iii. 16. God fo loved the world that he 
gave his only begotten Son, that whoſoever believeth mn 
him, (as the only begotten Son) thould not periſh, but 
have everlaſting life.” O what a Perſon is God's Own 


»on for finners to believe on ! what an all-ſufficient - 


Saviour, how able to ſave to the utmoſt, (Heb. vii. 25,) 
mult he needs be who is God and Man, the Son of God 
LE and 


[7 ] 
-and the Son of Man ! And indeed ”tis not envi barely 


to believe on Chriſt, but there muſt be ſuch a believing 


on him as may in ſome meaſure be anſwerable to thi 
his relation : -.is he God's Own Son? at what-@ rats 
_ ſhould we believe? what a faith ſhould we a&@' upon 

him ? what great things. ſhould we expect for him ang 
| from him ? can any thing be too high for our faith when 
we have the proper, natural Sonof od in our eye as it; 


baſis and foundation ? Saints. ſhould have their faith _ 


raiſed not only upon the encouragement of the Promiſes, 


but alſo upon the confideration of Chriſt's Perſon as he - 


is fo near and dear to God. T have formerly obſerved, 
. how our Apoſtle in- the Text riſes higher and higher in 


the ſetting forth of the Love of God: He ſays God Sent, 
there was Love; he «Sent his Own Son,” there was more 


| Love; this own Son he ſent in the likeneſs of ſinful fleſh, 
there was yet more Love; and this he did for this end, 
thatihe might © for fin condemn fin in the fleth,” &c. 
there was the very top 'and zenith of Love. 
' there is a Riſe in theſe things in the ſetting: off the Love 
of God, fo there is allo a Riſe in them. in their ſever 


__ engagements and encouragements to us to believe n 
"Chriſt, and to believe in him yet more and more firm- | 


ly and fiducially : he was ſent, therefore we mult beli. 
eve; he was and is God's Own Son, therefore we mult 
the rather and the more ſtrongly, believe ; he took our 


fleſh, here's an higher argument a an higher faith; in_ 


that fleſh he Condenined fin, performed all that the Law 
commanded, ſuffered all that the Law threatened: what 
a faith doth this call for? Now, if notwithſtanding 
all this, it ſhall yet be either no believing or but faint- 
believing, both will be ſad, though in a great diſparity, 
| for the faint-believing is unanſwerable to what 1s re- 


veald, and uncomfortable to the Saints, but the no -beter- | 


ing is damnable to the ſinner. 
3. Thirdly, 
ſhould all honour - and adore. him ! certainly upon this 


Sonſhip the higheſt, yea, even divine adoration itſelf 15 


due to him. Ts hea oa ? ſuch a Son? the Son of fuch 


-.& 


Now as 
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a Father ? the greatneſs of his Perſon ariſing from that 


high and near relation . wherein he ſtands to God, calls 
{or the higheſt reſpe&, reverence, veneration which An- 
gels or Men can pollibly 'give unto'him. Eelides this, 
tis the abſolute Will of the Father that all thould © ho- 
nour his Son even as they honour himielf;” John v. 23. 
for he having the ſame Nature and Eſſence with the Fa- 
ther, the Father will have him -have 'the ſame honour 
which he himſelf hath : which whſoever denies to him- 
reflets diſhonour unon the Father, who will not bear 
any thing derogatory to the glory of his Son. ”Tis z. 
known ſtory that of the carriage of Amphilochius to the 


8 Emperour Theodoſius; he had petitioned the Emperour 


to be ſevere: againſt the Arrians,. to diſcountenance and 
ſuppreſs them becauſe in their Opinions they did to much 
diſparage the Son of God, but could not prevail: where- 
upon he made uſe 'of this device, coming one day into 
the preſence of the Emperour and of his Son Arcadius 
(who now ruled joyntly with his Father), he made his 
humble obeyſance to the Emperour himſelf and ſhewed- 
him all reverence, but as for his Son he paſfed him by, 
ſhewed him no reſpe& at all, rather dealt deriforily with 
him, ſtroking him- upon his head and ſaying to. him (in 
a way of contempt) SaLve & Tu F111: The Emperour 
upon this was much offended, ſharply reproves Amphi- 
lochius for his affront to his Son, &c.. whereupon the- 
good man vindicates his carriage, plainly telling the Em- 
perour he had given reverence enough to his Son. And 
now the Emperour was more incens'd, commands him 
with great indignation to be thruſt out of his preſence, 
&. which whilſt ſome was doing, Amphilochius turn'd 
himſelf to. the Emperor and ſaid thus, © O Emperour ! 
thou being but a man canſt not bear the contempt or dif- 
paragement of thy Son. how doſt thou think the great 
God can bear that contempt of his Son which the Arrians 

calt upon him ?” The Emperour was much affeted at 
this, begg'd the Biſhop's pardon, commended his ingeny, 
and did that now which he refus'd to'do before. The- 
nterence is undenyable, if great Men ſland ſo much up- 
ON 
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on the giving of all honour and due obſervatic to'their 
ſons, much more will the Great God ſtand upon the 
giving of all due Honour and Revyerence to his owm anq 
| bor. Son : O therefore let Chriſt be highly adored and 

| honoured by you! If you aſk me, how? I anſwer, eyery 

koupuriny of him is Ka ſufficient, but it muſt-be-ſuch 5. 
may ſuit with his'1afinite Majeſty and Greatnels; you 
muſt conceive of'him-as God, as the Natural and Eter.. 


nal Son of God; and according to that honour which is 
- due to him as ſuch, {o you mult honour him. ''The Ape. 
_ Te ipeaks of ſome © who, when they, knew. God, they 


_ did not glorifie him as God,” Rom i: 21. fo: ſome Pre- * 


tend to give ſome glory to Chriſt, but they do not glori 


. fie him as God: O this is that which you muſt-come up 


to,' to adore and: reverence Chriſt-in ſuch a manner as 
may be fuitable to his Nature and Relation, as he is the 


infinite God and the eternal only begotten Son of God; 


and what Honour can be high enough for ſuch a Perſon? 
+ But more particularly, there's a twofold Honour 

which you mult all give to Chriſt : 

- 1. The Honour of Worſhip. Heb. 1. 6. « Whenls 

'bringeth in tle firſt-born into the world, he ſaith, An 


let all the Angels of God worſhip him :?? God will have 


| 2 only- begotten Son to be worſhipped (though he be 
very tender to whom that honour is given). Divines do 
from hence ſtrongly argue (yet I know ſome make but 
little of this Argument) to prove the Godhead of Chril; 
thus, if religious Worſhip be God's peculiar, if a God 
be the ſole and. adequate obje& of -Divine Worſhip, 
no Creature be to ſhare with him therein, it being © th, 
Glory which he will not give to another, Ifa. xlii. 8. ant 


Matth. iv. ro. Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy Gol, 


and him only ſhalt thou ſerve ;” and yet the Father vil 
have Chriſt to be the Proper Obje&t of divine Worſhip; 
hence it follows, that then he is and muſt be more that 
mere Man, that he is true-and very. God. And {ureiy 
it would be not better than flat Idolatry in us Chriſtians 
to give proper and formal -religious worſhip to Chriks, 
was he not truly God as well as truly Man. Thereſe 
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as to this . Franciſcus David and Chriſtianus Franken. 
(both Socinians) were in'the right againſt ' Socinus, if 


Chriſt was but mere Man (the common. Principle in 


which they all agreed), then he could not be worſhipped, 
with religious Worſhip without Idolatry ; whereupon 


they would not give any fuch worſhip to him. And as. 


this Worſhip proves Chriſt's Godhead, ſo his Godhead 
is the ground of it ; for the adequate, inimediate, proper 


ground of Divine Worſhip (as attributed to Chriſt) is his 
divine Nature, Effence and Sonſhip : . true, he as Man 


js to be worſhipped but not "becauſe he is Man ; the 
Humane Nature of Chriſt is the Obje& of Worſhip but 
_ tis only as tis taken into Perſonal Union with the Di- 
vine. As he is Mediator and ſet in ſuch an office, he is 

_ to be worſhipped, but this is not the proper and funda- 

mental reaſon thereof ; for' though he never had been 
' Mediator yet Worſhip would have been due to him; (as 
the Father and Spirit are to be worſhipped though the 
Office of Mediator belongs not to them).. Further, the 
Lord Jeſus as he in our Nature hath done ſuch great and 


—— 


excellent things for us is to be worſhipped ; yet this is 


only a forcible motive and inducement thereunto, not 
the proper ground'of it : it remains. then that the alone 
reaſon of ' Worſhip given or done to Chriſt is his being 
God and the co-equal, co-eſſential Son of God. And he 
| being fo, what an obligation doth this' lay upon you to 


worſhip him ? there's inward worſhip (conſiſting in the _ 


truſt, fear, reverence, adoration of the . heart), there's 
outward worſhip {conſiſting in attendance -upon and due 
obſervance of Goſpel-inſtitutions, as Prayer, Hearing 


the word, &c.) in both of theſe reſpeQs . let Chriſt be 


_ worthipped by you, both' are due to him as he is God's 
Own Son. Well may you tender your homage to him 
in this way when Angels themſelves bow before him and 
worſhip at his throne. + - | fats 
 2-:Secondly, There's the Honour of Obedience which 


% 


you muſt alſo give to Chriſt. This is annexed to the 


declaration of his Sonſhip, at the ſame time in which the 
Father atteſted that Chriſt was his Son he enjoyned obe- 
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on” 
dience and ſubjeQion, to him ; Matth. xvii. «. << This 1 19 
my beloved Son, in whom TI am well pleaſed, (what fol. 


. lows ?) hear ye him:” this hearing of Chriſt is the Crea.- 


tures abipiny of him in all his hoty Laws, Commands 
and Inſtitutions ; and ſo *tis as if God had faid, here's a 
Perſon whom I own for my Son in a ſpecial and peculiar 
way, whom therefore I have ſet as'* my King upon my 


| 's Hill of Zion,” Pal. ii. 6. into whoſe hands I have 


« all power,” Matth. XXV111; 18, upon whoſe © ſhoul. 
ogy I have laid the Government,* Ifa. ix. 7. Therefore 
F charge you to hear him and to yield all Obedience and 
Subjection to him. O. Sirs ! *tis God himſelf, and not 
ſuch a poor worm as I, who requires this of you; it muſt 
be Reverence' and it muſt be Ovedience too, this high re- 


... Iation of Chriſt calls for both ; and believe it, without 


this Obedience he that is God's Son will never'be your 
Saviour, for Heb. v. 9. « Being made perfe&, he be- 
came the author of eternal Salvation unto all them (and 


. to none but them) that obey him.” TI have ſpoken much 


to preſs believing on this Son vpon you, but let me add 


_ there muſt be obeying of him as well as believing on him: 


Obedience is not fo of the very eſſence of Faith, but that 
Faith may -very well be defin'd without it, yet *tis an 
inſeparable AdjunCt or Conſequent or. fruit of Faith; and 


| thete two do alwayes concur in the Subject, though they” 


be different in themſelves, and have a different influence 

UPON juſtification and falvation. But that which I aim _ 
at is this, fince Chriſt is the Son of God, and this is clear- 
ly revealed to you, ſince 'this Son hath made known to 


| you in the holy Goſpel what his will and pleaſure 1s, 


how he would have you to live, what'to do, what to 
ſhun; I befeech you now hearken to him, comply with 
him 1n all his excellent Comman, give up yourlelves 


_ Int an univerſal ſubjetion to his bled" Laws, let tnere 


Ye an obediential frame of heart to his whole Will : this 


" is indeed to honour him, and to honour kim in ſuch a 


way as belt anſwers his Sonſhip to God and his Lordſhip | 
over you. 


i .* Four:bly 
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4. Fourthly, Is Chriſt no lower a Perſon than Gad's 
pf Son ? what cauſe have we then « to admire and 
wonder at the greatneſs of God's Love in bis ſending of 
him !” Here's a glais indeed to tranſmit and repreſent 
unto us the Love of God, O how ſhall we get our hearts 
alſected with it ! what  thankfulneſs in us can bear any 
proportion to the mercy betore us.: For God to ſend, to 
{-n1 2 Son, ſuch a Son, in ſuch a manner (as follows in 
the words), here's the Wonder of Wonders; God neyer 
did the like before, and hee'l never do the like again, 
(and bleſ2d be his name there is no need he ſhould !) 
'Twould have been admirable mercy if God would bave 
ſent ſome other perſon upon this errand to redeem and 
ſave undone Sinners ; 'if ſend he will, why did he not 
{end an Angel (as he once did) with. a flaming Sword in 
his and to keep off Sinners: fron the: tree of life ? Gen. 

11. 24. O this did not comport with his gracious deſigns. 
(though it did too well with the Creatures merit), there- 
fore he would not do it; no, his own Son {hall be pitch'd 
upon, he's the Perion whom God will ſend. And his 
End in ſending this Son was as gracious as the Perſon 
whom he ſent was glorious: ſurely here was Love, great 
Love, great even to the degree of infiniteneſs! Millions 
of Angels were nothing to one Son, to one ſuch Son : 
the nearer the relation, was *twixt God and Chriſt, the 
greater was the- affetion ſhown to us;. Chriſt, God's 
Own Son, his firſt born, his only begotten Son, . the.Son: 
of his love, who lay in his: boſome, had been his delight 
from everlaſting ;: for him to be ſent to recover and. fave 
Man (vile, finful, wicked, undone man ?) the Son: to be 
tmploy'd for the Servant, the Slave, the Enemy ? O- 
altoniſhing mercy } O' admirable goodneſs and conde, 
fcenſion! How may we here cry, qut, © Lord ! what is 
man that thou art (thus) mindful of him .? and: the- fon 
of man that thou makelt (this) account of him ??* Pfal. 
viii. 4.. Plal. clxiv. 3. Here: was God's ſo loving of the 
world, ſo as can never be expreſs'd ; * he ſo loved the 
world as. that he gave his only begotten Son,” &e.. So 
toved the world ! what 1s there in this 502 why To in- 
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cxprelibly; fo unconceivably. John iv. 9,10. © In this 
was manifeſted the love of God towards us, becauſe that 
God ſent his Only-begotten Son into the world, that we 
might live. through him ; Herein is Love, not that we 
loved God, but that he loved us and ſent his Son to be 
the propitiation for our fins.” God own'd it as a great 
diſcovery of Abraham's Love to him, when upon his 
command he was willing to offer up his only begotten 
von ; but alas! how infinitely ſhort did that come of 
his own Love in his ſending and'parting with his only be. 
| gotten Son far the good of finners ? here he intended to 
give out the higheſt. maniteſtation' of his' Grace, and he 
hath done it-to purpofe. "The Heavens and the Earth 
were once called upon to be filled with aſtonifhment be. 
cauſe of the ingratitude of a ſinful people, Iſa. i. 2. May 
not'now Heaven and Earth, Angels and Men, all Cres. 
tures whatſqever, be called upon to be filled with aſto- 


niſhment becauſe of the ſtupendions Love of God? © 


Chriſtians ! what influence hath this bs fe your dull and. 
ſluggiſh hearts ? what are,you niade of that you are no 


more (in the ſenſe of it) My bes out in the. bleſſing, loving, 
_ admiring of God ? Pray, (if there be any holy ingenui- 
ty in you} take ſome pains with yourſelves that you may 
be much more affeQed with it, and give not over till you. 


have ſuch thoughts and affe&ions (upon God's ſending 


kis own Son) raiſed in you, as may in'ſome meaſure an- | 
fwer to thoſe thoughts and affe&tions which you ſhalt 


have about it when you fhall be in Heaven. _ 
. mich for Exhortation, the third and laſt Uſe ſhall 
be for comfort : and ſurety here is ground of ſtrong Con- 
folation to Believers, that which may highly conduce to 
the furthering of their joy and the ſtrengthning of their 
Faith.” You who are ſuch, ftudy this Sonfhip of Chrilt, 


dwelf upon it often in your moſt ſerious thoughts, make 


the beſt of it, and then telt me whether. you do not find 
that fold Support and Comfort from it which you delire 
Ind need. 


"Une. 


_ Shall : broach tie fall Veſſel and ora out 2 little of 
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that heart-chearing liquour which 1s in it ? then know 
that ; | 2 | CY: 
m q As Chriſt is the Son of God, ſo are you. When 
I fay, So are you, you muſt underſtand me of the 'Vert- 
ty, not of the Kind'or Manner of the Sonſhip; you are 
not Sons as Chriſt is (viz.) by eternal Generation, yet 
Sons you are in another way (viz.) by regeneration'and 
adoption; and though herein you come ſhort of Chrift 
(you being but adopted ſons, and he the natural Son,} 
yet as you are but ſuch, there is greater glory put upon 
_ you than if you were deſcended from or adopted by the 
_ greateſt Monarch of the World. May not this be mat- 
ter of -great comſort to you, to confider that whatever . 
Chriſt is, that you are, (according to your capacity and 
neceſſary ſubordination 'to him,) that all Grace which 

fell upon him, falls upon you likewiſe? and yet fo it is! 
Is he the anointed of God? ſo are you; is he a Son? ſo 
are you; is he the beloved of God? ſo are you; is he 
the'Heir of God ? ſo are you; in theſe reſpeCts alſo *tis 
*« Grace for Grace,” John 1. 16. Iam upon your Sonſhip 
in conformity to Chriſt's Sonſhip, the truth of which you 
have' no reaſon to queſtion fince the procuring of this . 
for you was one thing that God in ſpecial aimed at in, the 
ſending of his Great Son into the world : Gal. iv. 4, 5- 
* When the fulneſs of time was come, God ſent forth 
his Son, &c. that we | might receive the adoption of 
lons;” and therefore in 'this relation Chriſt takes you in 
with himſelf, John xx. x7, © Go to my brethren and fay 
unto them, T-aſcend unto my Father and your Father; 
and to my God and your God.” * FOE a> 

2. You may now upon this confidently expett the 
beſtowing of all good, For Chriſt being God's own Son, 
and he having given him to you, what can come after 
that, can be too great or too good for him to give to you? 
What will God now deny after the gift of ſuch a Son ? 
** He that ſpared-not his own Son, but delivered him up 

for us all, how fhall he not with him alſo freely give us 
all things ?” Saints let this be thought of, as all bleflings | 

ome td you from God, as he is'the God and Father of 


Fe vn ant, 


os, 0 
Chriſt, for *tis * Bleſſed be the God and Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who hath bleſſed us with all ſpiritual 
bleſings in heaventy places in Chrif,” Eph.. 3. Soul 
bleflings are aſſur'd to you from this relative conſideration 
of (;od, viz. as he is firſt the God and Father of Chrit 


| and then in him your God and Father too. 


3- You may be ſure that there is an infinite value, 
worth, and efficacy in Chriſt's Obedience, and that he 
was a perion able to accomplith your Redemption. Chrift 
being {uch a San this ſpeaks him to be a Perſon of great 
dignity, 'that dignity of his Perſon gives the higheſt af. 


furance to Faith-both that he was every way able to go 


through what he undertook, and alſo that there muſt be 


an-infinite. Virtue and Merit ma whatever -he did or uf. 
tered.: What can be ſo hard as that the power of the ' 


Son of God cannot effect it ? and what can be ſo high 


as that the Obedience of the Son of God cannot merit 


it?. Had Chriſt been only the Son of Man, then in- 
deed Faith - could. not : have bore up with ſuch conf. 
dence; but -he being the Son of God alſo, and having 


the Nature, Eflence, Attributes of God, how may Faith - 


triuraph as to the efficacy and meritoriouſneſs of his 


- "obedience! *Twas the blood of God which: he. ſhed, 
 Ats xxz.'28. Q what a greatneſs and .infiniteneſs ot: 


Merit muſt needs reſult from the greatneſs and infinite- 


- neſs of {ach a Perſon ! Heb. ix. 13, 14.. *< If the blood. 
of Bulls, and of Goats, and the-aſhes of an Heifer ſprink- 
ling the unclean, ſanRifieth to the purifying of the Fleſh: 


How-much more ſhall the blood of Chriſt, whe through 


the eternal Spirit offered himſelf without ſpot to: God, 
purge your Conſcience from dead works to ſerve the Et >; 


ving God ?” 
'  4- You may go boldly to the throne of -Grace upon 


| all occaſions. For you have God's own Son: to lead you 
thither and to make way for you, and not only ſo, but 


this Own Son improves all his intereſt in and with the 
Father for your good; why are ygu afraid to go to God! 
Heb. iv.'14,.16. Sceing then that we have a great High 


Prieſt, that is paſſed into the heavens, Jeſus [the Son of 
God, &c.] let us therefore come boldly unto the Ty 
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of Grace, that we may obtain mercy and find grace to 
help in time of need.?”* : ES 
You need not in the leaſt queſtion the prevalency 
of Chriſt's interceſſion : Doth Chriſt intercede and ſhall 
he not prevail ? will-not the Father hear ſuch a Son ? 
Suppoſe he may deny you (which he will not) yet furely 
he will not deny his own and only Son. . Chriſt upon 
this relation may aſk any thing and he ſhall have it; 
mark the conneCtion Pial. 11. 7. © I will declare the de- 
 cree, the Lord hath ſaid unto me, thou art my Son, this 
day have I begotten thee :? what follows now upon this?. 
Why, verle 8. * Aſk of me, and I ſhall give thee the 
Heathen for thine. inheritance and the uttermoſt parts of 
the earth for thy poſſeſſion.” God thinks nothing too 
much for this Son when he aſks it of him ; and *tis the 
ſame when he aſks for you as when he aſks for himſelf : 
_ therefore fear not but that your Prayers. thall be graci- 
oully anſwered, Chriſt himſelf interceding for youz when 
the Kings own Son carrys the Petition doubtleſs it ſhall 
be granted. | Gn sf nh rig oh. nn Chr Be 
6. This is the Perſon to whom you are myſtically 
united ; and therefore his Glory and Greatneſs reflects 
a Glory and Greatneſs upon you. You are in Chrift not 
| only as he is the Son of Man but as he is the Son of God 
allo, for the Union is terminated not in this or. that Na- 
ture but in the whole Perfon : the Apoſtle therefore takes 
Ipecial notice of this, x John v. 20. + We know that the 
5on of God is come, and hath given us an underſtanding, - 
that we may know him that-is true, [even in his Son - 
Jeſus Chriſt];” O to be in this Son, there's the glory and - 
 lafety of a believer! Mat av NE ig 
[ have done with this high and moſt Evangelical 
Truth, The Lord Jefus is God's own Son: upon which 
[ have been ſomewhat large, partly becauſe of the excel- 
lency of the Argument itſelf, and partly becauſe of -the 
great oppolition made againſt it. + 2 John 3. © Grace be 
with you, mercy, and pgace from God the Father, and 


from the Lord Jeſus Chriſt [the Son of the Father}, in 
ruth and love,” . ; Dn 


THE END. 


c The intelligent, Reader will readily ahſerre, that 
the Orthography and PunQtuation of bh firſt Edition, 


hath been followed in this ——— ſmall error 
eſcaped notice in due time. As, . | 


Page 4s. line: 6. for Dr. read Mr. Honnion. The 
Note under 'p. 29. 32. is from Hurxrion, Vol.1. 
P-87.——92. The worthy Author referred to, p. 5:. 
[18 Dr. and whole words are given in the Not 


P. 4Z, Ke 


be: HS ht cka 6s; while wes do not mar the + Serk, 
the Reader will Excuſe. | 
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